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End the corruption - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress 

Voice of the American Sovereign
(VOAS)

National *Association of American Sovereigns

(NAAS)

Mission:  The Scanned Retina; A Private Citizen Advocacy Membership Association, dedicated 
to Securing Lawful Constitutional Compliance for all sovereign Americans.

scannedretina mission statement

The current “truth” depends on — in which reality we chose to be present!

Is not a society judged on how it treats its most vulnerable 
members…those who can not speak 

and 
defend themselves…?

https://scannedretina.com/2019/05/25/national-association-of-american-sovereigns-naas/
https://scannedretina.com/2019/05/27/naas-community-chapter/
https://scannedretina.files.wordpress.com/2018/06/scannedretina-mission-statement1.pdf
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Sovereignty!

GOT HONOR?

We were supposed to fight for Willie!

Now it is official – T R E A S O N

Capital Punishment – Returns to America.

https://scannedretina.com/2015/07/22/sovereignty/
https://scannedretina.com/2017/12/14/got-honor/
https://scannedretina.com/2019/07/29/we-were-supposed-to-fight-for-willie/
https://scannedretina.com/2019/07/27/now-it-is-official-t-r-e-a-s-o-n/
https://scannedretina.com/2019/07/27/capital-punishment-returns-to-america/
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1.  Sign the petition - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress

National *Association of American Sovereigns (NAAS)

10-12-2019 ***UPDATE – SOVEREIGN AMERICANS PUBLIC NOTICE (NAAS)

LINK:  SIGN THE PETITION
https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/expressing-political-will-sovereign-american-people

https://scannedretina.com/2019/05/25/national-association-of-american-sovereigns-naas/
https://scannedretina.com/2019/10/09/0-12-2019-update-sovereign-americans-public-notice-naas/
https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/expressing-political-will-sovereign-american-people
https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/expressing-political-will-sovereign-american-people
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2.  Expressing the political will of the sovereign american people.
We the People ask the federal government to propose a new administration policy

Expressing the political will of the sovereign 
american people.
Created by A.R. on November 22, 2019

Whereas, the job of the People has not been fulfilled by the Congress of the United States of 
America.
https://scannedretina.files.wordpress.com/2019/11/barr-00-behavior-conno... Whereas, the 
Congress of the United States of America is in fact Exhibiting, Practicing and Carrying Out 
Sedition and Treason.
https://scannedretina.files.wordpress.com/2019/11/barr-01-sedition-and-t...
https://scannedretina.files.wordpress.com/2019/11/barr-09-summary.mov
Whereas, it is the Right of the People to alter or abolish a form of Government which has 
become either non-functioning or harmful to the People and their Sovereign Political Will.
The Unanimous Declaration. Therefore, We the People do hereby Demand a Dissolution of the 
Congress of the United States

Homeland Security & Defense

Due to the 800 character limitation on the submission of a petition, the “Authorities,” by which this action is demanded 
follow:

https://scannedretina.files.wordpress.com/2019/11/barr-00-behavior-connotes-a-lack-of-legitimacy-of-government.mov
https://scannedretina.files.wordpress.com/2019/11/barr-01-sedition-and-treason.mov
https://scannedretina.files.wordpress.com/2019/11/barr-09-summary.mov
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3.  Authorities
Authorities

Article	1	Section	8:	To	provide	for	calling	forth	the	Militia	to	execute	the	Laws	of	the	Union,	suppress	
Insurrections	and	repel	Invasions
"I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will faithfully execute the Office of President of the United States, and will to the best of 
my Ability, preserve, protect and defend the Constitution of the United States."

Article 6 section 2 This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance thereof; and all 
Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land; 

10	USC	Chapter	13	252.1	and	253.1

The	Authority	of	Necessity
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4.  Admission and stipulations
RESPONDENTS
Donald	John	Trump	aka/dba	DONALD	JOHN	TRUMP	aka/dba	Donald	J.	Trump	aka/dba	DONALD	
J.	TRUMP	aka/dba	OFFICE	OF	THE	PRESIDENT	aka/dba	PRESIDENT	OF	THE	UNITED	STATES	aka/
dba	PRESIDENT	DONALD	J.	TRUMP	aka/dba	COMMANDER	IN	CHIEF	aka/dba	GOVERNMENT	OF	
THE	UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	GOVERNMENT	aka/dba	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	UNKNOWN,	
foreign	enSty,	trustee,	any	and	all	derivaSves,	appellaSons,	idenSfiers,	numbers	and	their	
combinaSons,	leVers	and	their	combinaSons,	styles,	abbreviaSons,	idem	sonans	and/or	all	
other	legal,	financial	and	managerial	forms	and	formats	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause	and	kind,	
and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	corporate,	military,	commercial,	
civil,	poliScal,	social,	ecclesiasScal	and	other	enSSes	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	creaSons	and	liabiliSes	
by,	of,	through	and	from	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	
variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	poliScal	subdivisions	and	instrumentaliSes	of	
any	nature,	shape,	cause	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
thereof,	any	and	all	capaciSes,	characters,	condiSons,	status,	standings,	jurisdicSons,	venues	
and	law	forms	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	
combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	agents,	assigns,	successors,	principals,	beneficiaries,	
employees,	officers,	contractors,	franchisees,	licensees,	members	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	
kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	trusts,	
structures,	hierarchies,	systems,	networks,	regimes	and	any	and	all	other	limits	and	constructs	
of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
thereof,	any	and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	known	and	unknown,	any	and	all	of	the	
aforemenSoned	both	perceived	and	unperceived,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
of	the	aforemenSoned,	without	limitaSon,	private	for	profit	enSSes	providing	quasi-
governmental	and	other	goods	and	services	purporSng	to	be	lawful	government.
THE	WHITE	HOUSE
1600	PENNSYLVANIA	AVENUE	NW
WASHINGTON,	DC	20500

John	Glover	Roberts,	Jr.	aka/dba	JOHN	GLOVER	ROBERTS	aka/dba	John	Roberts	aka/dba	JOHN	
ROBERTS	aka/dba	CHIEF	JUSTICE	aka/dba	CHIEF	JUSTICE	JOHN	ROBERTS	aka/dba	OFFICE	OF	THE	
CHIEF	JUSTICE	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	SUPREME	COURT	aka/dba	SUPREME	COURT	OF	THE	
UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	JUDICIARY	COURTS	OF	THE	UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	ADMINISTRATOR	
aka/dba	GOVERNMENT	OF	THE	UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	GOVERNMENT	aka/dba	
THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	
aka/dba	UNKNOWN,	foreign	enSty,	trustee,	any	and	all	derivaSves,	appellaSons,	idenSfiers,	
numbers	and	their	combinaSons,	leVers	and	their	combinaSons,	abbreviaSons,	styles,	idem	
sonans	and/or	all	other	legal,	financial	and	managerial	forms	and	formats	of	any	nature,	shape,	
cause	and	kind,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	corporate,	
military,	commercial,	civil,	poliScal,	social,	ecclesiasScal	and	other	enSSes	of	any	nature,	shape,	
cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	
creaSons	and	liabiliSes	by,	of,	through	and	from	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	poliScal	subdivisions	
and	instrumentaliSes	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	
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variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	capaciSes,	characters,	condiSons,	status,	
standings,	jurisdicSons,	venues	and	law	forms	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	agents,	assigns,	
successors,	principals,	beneficiaries,	employees,	officers,	contractors,	franchisees,	licensees,	
members	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	
combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	trusts,	structures,	hierarchies,	systems,	networks,	regimes	and	
any	and	all	other	limits	and	constructs	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	
any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	known	
and	unknown,	any	and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	perceived	and	unperceived,	and	any	and	
all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	of	the	aforemenSoned,	without	limitaSon,	private	for	profit	
enSSes	providing	quasi-governmental	and	other	goods	and	services	purporSng	to	be	lawful	
government.
1	FIRST	STREET,	NE
WASHINGTON,	DC	20543

Charles	Ernest	Grassley	aka/dba	CHARLES	ERNEST	GRASSLEY	aka/dba	Charles	Grassley	aka/dba	
CHARLES	GRASSLEY	aka/dba	SENATOR	CHARLES	GRASSLEY	aka/dba	OFFICE	OF	SENATOR	
CHARLES	GRASSLEY	aka/dba	PRESIDENT	PRO	TEMPORE	OF	THE	UNITED	STATES	SENATE	aka/dba	
UNITED	STATES	SENATE	aka/dba	OFFICE	OF	SENATOR	aka/dba	GOVERNMENT	OF	THE	UNITED	
STATES	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	GOVERNMENT	aka/dba	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/
dba	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	UNKNOWN,	foreign	enSty,	
trustee,	any	and	all	derivaSves,	appellaSons,	idenSfiers,	numbers	and	their	combinaSons,	
leVers	and	their	combinaSons,	abbreviaSons,	styles,	idem	sonans	and/or	all	other	legal,	
financial	and	managerial	forms	and	formats	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause	and	kind,	and	any	and	
all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	corporate,	military,	commercial,	civil,	
poliScal,	social,	ecclesiasScal	and	other	enSSes	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	creaSons	and	liabiliSes	
by,	of,	through	and	from	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	
variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	poliScal	subdivisions	and	instrumentaliSes	of	
any	nature,	shape,	cause	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
thereof,	any	and	all	capaciSes,	characters,	condiSons,	status,	standings,	jurisdicSons,	venues	
and	law	forms	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	
combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	agents,	assigns,	successors,	principals,	beneficiaries,	
employees,	officers,	contractors,	franchisees,	licensees,	members	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	
kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	trusts,	
structures,	hierarchies,	systems,	networks,	regimes	and	any	and	all	other	limits	and	constructs	
of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
thereof,	any	and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	known	and	unknown,	any	and	all	of	the	
aforemenSoned	both	perceived	and	unperceived,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
of	the	aforemenSoned,	without	limitaSon,	private	for	profit	enSSes	providing	quasi-
governmental	and	other	goods	and	services	purporSng	to	be	lawful	government.
135	HART	OFFICE	BUILDING
WASHINGTON,	DC	20510

Nancy	Patricia	D’Alesandro	Pelosi	aka/dba	NANCY	PATRICIA	D’ALESANDRO	PELOSI	aka/dba	
Nancy	Pelosi	aka/dba	NANCY	PELOSI	aka/dba	SPEAKER	NANCY	PELOSI	aka/dba	SPEAKER	OF	THE	
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HOUSE	aka/dba	SPEAKER	OF	THE	HOUSE	OF	THE	UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	CONGRESSWOMAN	
NANCY	PELOSI	aka/dba	REPRESENTATIVE	NANCY	PELOSI	aka/dba	GOVERNMENT	OF	THE	UNITED	
STATES	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	GOVERNMENT	aka/dba	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/
dba	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	UNKNOWN,	foreign	enSty,	
trustee,	any	and	all	derivaSves,	appellaSons,	idenSfiers,	numbers	and	their	combinaSons,	
leVers	and	their	combinaSons,	abbreviaSons,	styles,	idem	sonans	and/or	all	other	legal,	
financial	and	managerial	forms	and	formats	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause	and	kind,	and	any	and	
all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	corporate,	military,	commercial,	civil,	
poliScal,	social,	ecclesiasScal	and	other	enSSes	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	creaSons	and	liabiliSes	
by,	of,	through	and	from	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	
variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	poliScal	subdivisions	and	instrumentaliSes	of	
any	nature,	shape,	cause	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
thereof,	any	and	all	capaciSes,	characters,	condiSons,	status,	standings,	jurisdicSons,	venues	
and	law	forms	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	
combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	agents,	assigns,	successors,	principals,	beneficiaries,	
employees,	officers,	contractors,	franchisees,	licensees,	members	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	
kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	trusts,	
structures,	hierarchies,	systems,	networks,	regimes	and	any	and	all	other	limits	and	constructs	
of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
thereof,	any	and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	known	and	unknown,	any	and	all	of	the	
aforemenSoned	both	perceived	and	unperceived,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
of	the	aforemenSoned,	without	limitaSon,	private	for	profit	enSSes	providing	quasi-
governmental	and	other	goods	and	services	purporSng	to	be	lawful	government.
1236	LONGWORTH	HOB	
WASHINGTON,	D.C.	20515

William	Pelham	Barr	aka/dba	WILLIAM	PELHAM	BARR	aka/dba	William	P.	Barr	aka/dba	WILLIAM	
P.	BARR	aka/dba	ATTORNEY	GENERAL	WILLIAM	BARR	aka/dba	US	ATTORNEY	GENERAL	aka/dba	
UNITED	STATES	ATTORNEY	GENERAL	aka/dba	OFFICE	OF	THE	ATTORNEY	GENERAL	aka/dba	US	
DEPARTMENT	OF	JUSTICE	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	DEPARTMENT	OF	JUSTICE	aka/dba	
GOVERNMENT	OF	THE	UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	GOVERNMENT	aka/dba	THE	
UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	aka/
dba	UNKNOWN,	foreign	enSty,	trustee,	any	and	all	derivaSves,	appellaSons,	idenSfiers,	
numbers	and	their	combinaSons,	leVers	and	their	combinaSons,	abbreviaSons,	styles,	idem	
sonans	and/or	all	other	legal,	financial	and	managerial	forms	and	formats	of	any	nature,	shape,	
cause	and	kind,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	corporate,	
military,	commercial,	civil,	poliScal,	social,	ecclesiasScal	and	other	enSSes	of	any	nature,	shape,	
cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	
creaSons	and	liabiliSes	by,	of,	through	and	from	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	poliScal	subdivisions	
and	instrumentaliSes	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	
variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	capaciSes,	characters,	condiSons,	status,	
standings,	jurisdicSons,	venues	and	law	forms	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	agents,	assigns,	
successors,	principals,	beneficiaries,	employees,	officers,	contractors,	franchisees,	licensees,	
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members	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	
combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	trusts,	structures,	hierarchies,	systems,	networks,	regimes	and	
any	and	all	other	limits	and	constructs	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	
any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	known	
and	unknown,	any	and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	perceived	and	unperceived,	and	any	and	
all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	of	the	aforemenSoned,	without	limitaSon,	private	for	profit	
enSSes	providing	quasi-governmental	and	other	goods	and	services	purporSng	to	be	lawful	
government.
U.S.	DEPARTMENT	OF	JUSTICE
950	PENNSYLVANIA	AVENUE,	NW
WASHINGTON,	DC	20530-0001

ALL	of	the	aforemenSoned	acSng	as	agents	for,	of	and	through	the	following,	to	wit:	
THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	
aka/dba	United	States	aka/dba	United	States	of	America	aka/dba	GOVERNMENT	OF	THE	
UNITED	STATES	aka/dba	UNITED	STATES	GOVERNMENT	aka/dba	UNKNOWN,	foreign	enSty,	
trustee,	any	and	all	derivaSves,	appellaSons,	idenSfiers,	numbers	and	their	combinaSons,	
leVers	and	their	combinaSons,	styles,	abbreviaSons,	idem	sonans	and/or	all	other	legal,	
financial	and	managerial	forms	and	formats	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause	and	kind,	and	any	and	
all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	corporate,	military,	commercial,	civil,	
poliScal,	social,	ecclesiasScal	and	other	enSSes	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	creaSons	and	liabiliSes	
by,	of,	through	and	from	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	
variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	poliScal	subdivisions	and	instrumentaliSes	of	
any	nature,	shape,	cause	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	
thereof,	any	and	all	capaciSes,	characters,	condiSons,	status,	standings,	jurisdicSons,	venues	
and	law	forms	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	
combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	agents,	assigns,	successors,	principals,	beneficiaries,	
employees,	officers,	contractors,	franchisees,	licensees,	members,	et	cetera,	of	any	nature,	
shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	
and	all	trusts,	structures,	hierarchies,	systems,	networks,	regimes	and	any	and	all	other	limits	
and	constructs	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	
and	combinaSons	thereof,	any	and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	known	and	unknown,	any	
and	all	of	the	aforemenSoned	both	perceived	and	unperceived,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	
combinaSons	of	the	aforemenSoned,	without	limitaSon.

1.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	concept	behind	a	law	implies	a	command;	
that	in	order	for	a	private	man	to	be	bound	to	obey	and	follow	some	law/command,	there	must	
of	necessity	be	an	authority	created	and	established	within	a	specific	source	for	said	law/
command	to	exist;	and	must	come	only	from	the	source	which	has	the	authority	to	issue	and	
enact	said	law/command.	
2.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	order	for	the	law	of	a	specific	source	to	
have	any	binding	force	or	effect	over	and	upon	a	private	man,	a	relaSonship,	which	acts	to	
subject,	in	some	manner	or	degree,	said	private	man	to	said	source,	is	necessary	and	does	need	
to	exist,	between	said	parSes	in	order	to	create	and	establish	the	authority	within	said	source	to	
issue	and	enact	law.
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3.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	a	relaSonship,	between	a	source	of	law	
and	a	private	man	bound	thereby,	which	creates	and	establishes	the	authority	of	a	source	to	
issue	and	enact	law	of	a	binding	force,	affect	or	effect	over	and	upon	said	man,	and	this	
authority	to	so	act	is	solely	dependent	upon	relaSonship	for	its	existence	and	binding	force,	
affect	or	effect	over	and	upon	said	man.
4.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	the	absence/want	of	relaSonship	between	a	
private	man	and	a	specific	source	of	authority	for	law,	there	does	not	exist	the	authority	within	
said	source	to	issue	and	enact	law	of	binding	force	or	effect	over,	and	upon,	said	man.
5.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	child	being	a	product	of	a	parent	and	
enSrely	dependent	thereon,	which	creates,	and	establishes,	a	relaSonship	between	same,	and	
in	turn	generates	and	establishes	the	authority	within	said	parent	to	act	over,	and	upon,	said	
child	as	a	source	of	authority,	this	same	authority	does	not,	and	would	not,	extend	over,	and	
upon,	a	child	which	is	not	said	parent’s	own	due	to	lack/want	of	authority	created	and	
established	by	relaSonship	exisSng	between	the	parSes.
6.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	law	of	Jehovah	the	Living	God	(YHWH/
JHVH)	does	stand,	and	has	always	stood,	in	pre-eminence	in	relaSon	to	man’s	law.		
7.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Law	making	authority	of	Jehovah	the	
Living	God	(YHWH/JHVH),	does	rest	solidly	and	soundly	upon	the	foundaSon	of	the	relaSonship	
exisSng	between	Him	and	man,	as	man’s	Creator	and	Provider.		[See:	1	Blackstone	
Commentaries,	§	38,	p.	39,	wherein	Sir	William	Blackstone	states;	“Man,	considered	as	a	
creature,	must	necessarily	be	subject	to	the	laws	of	his	Creator,	for	he	is	enSrely	a	dependent	
being.	A	being,	independent	of	any	other,	has	no	rule	to	pursue,	but	such	as	he	prescribes	to	
himself;	but	a	state	of	dependence	will	inevitably	oblige	the	inferior	to	take	the	will	of	him	on	
whom	he	depends	as	the	rule	of	his	conduct;	not,	indeed,	in	every	parScular,	but	in	all	those	
points	wherein	his	dependence	consists.	This	principle,	therefore,	has	[39]	more	or	less	extent	
and	effect,	in	proporSon	as	the	superiority	of	the	one	and	the	dependence	of	the	other	is	
greater	or	less,	absolute	or	limited.	And	consequently,	as	man	depends	absolutely	upon	his	
Maker	for	every	thing,	it	is	necessary	that	he	should,	in	all	points,	conform	to	his	Maker’s	will.”]
8.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	is	a	higher	loyalty	of	man,	and	
specifically	the	Undersigned,	owed	in	this	world	than	loyalty	to	his	country,	which	is	to	say,	
loyalty	to	Jehovah	the	Living	God	(YHWH/JHVH).		
9.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	accordance	with	the	principle	of	“authority	
and	law”	set-forth	herein	above,	the	fact	does	emerge	that	true	Lawful	authority	is	derived	from	
a	relaSonship	existent	and	established	between	the	parSes	and	not	power,	force,	or	wealth.
10.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	state	of	despoSsm	and/or	tyranny	does	
exist	in	which	authoritaSve	law	is	sacrificed	and	abolished	when	law	exists	because	of,	and	
through,	force	and	power.		
11.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	fundamental	concept	of	American	
Government,	i.e.	a	Government,	which	is	both	de	jure	(Lawful),	and	de	facto	(Present/
Established),	is	that	ALL	poliScal	power	which	exists,	resides	in	The	People.		[See:	ConsStuSon	
for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819;	Preamble;	Art.	I,	§	2,	cl.	1;	Art.	I,	§	3,	cl.	1.][…in	pari	
materia	to	all	other	state	consStuSons.]
12.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	sovereign	poliScal	power	of	The	People	
(The	People-	Common	Community	not	individual)	did	create	a	“ConsStuSonal	EnSty”	within	
their	wriVen	(expressed)	ConsStuSon	(contract),	i.e.	originally,	in	which	they	created,	
established,	and	ordained	the	general	assembly,	to	which	they	delegated	a	“specific”	porSon	of	
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their	poliScal	power	thereto,	and	thereby,	and	therein,	consStuSng	the	general	assembly	as	the	
sole	legislaSve	power	(authority)	for	the	Government.		[See:	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	
of	America	c1819	Preamble;	Art.	I,	§	1]	[…in	pari	materia	to	all	other	state	consStuSons.]
13.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	DeclaraSons	of	the	sovereign	will	of	The	
People,	as	expressed	within	their	wriVen	ConsStuSon	originally	creaSng	a	Government	for	the	
several	united	States	in	the	exercise	of	their	poliScal	power	does		reveal	the	relaSonship	
between	The	People	and	those	in	Government	service	to	be	that	the	laVer	are	the	subsStutes,	
agents,	or	servants	of	the	former,	ensuing	from	a	contractual	relaSonship	created,	ordained,	
and	insStuted	through,	and	by,	the	instrument	(ConsStuSon)	for	the	Government’s	creaSon	and	
existence.
14.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	codificaSon,	i.e.	the	process	of	collecSng	
and	arranging	the	laws	of	a	country	or	state	into	a	Code	(a	compilaSon	of	exisSng	laws,	
systemaSc	arrangement	into	chapters,	subheads,	table	of	contents,	and	index,	and	a	revision	to	
harmonize	conflicts,	supply	omissions,	and	generally	clarify	and	make	complete	a	body	of	laws	
to	regulate	completely	subjects	to	which	they	relate,	i.e.	into	a	complete	system	of	posiSve	law,	
scienSfically	ordered,	and	promulgated,	i.e.	to	publish;	to	announce	officially;	to	make	public	as	
important	or	obligatory	by	legislaSve	authority	of	the	statutes/laws	of	a	State	and/or	the	United	
States	of	America;	and	specifically	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents,	including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	
implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof	as	employed	and	used	
within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	a	redraring	and	simplificaSon	of	the	enSre	body	
of	a	statute	which	effects	a	revision,	and	a	complete	restatement	of	the	law	which	is	then	
subsStuted,	i.e.	put	in	place	of	the	former,	exchanged,	serving	in	lieu	of,	and	displaces	and	
repeals	the	former	law	as	it	stood	relaSng	to	the	subjects	within	its	purview;	and	is	drasScally	
different	in	nature	and	scope	than	a	mere	compilaSon.	
15.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“bill”	passed	by	the	general	assembly/
General	Assembly/Congress	of	the	United	States	of	America,	hereinarer	“General	Assembly”,	in	
order	to	be	in	accord	with	and	pursuant	to	consStuSonal	provisions,	must	be	presented	to	the	
President	for	signature;	or	if	returned	by	him	with	objecSons,	must	be	passed	by	a	two-thirds	
vote	of	both	Houses,	in	order	for	the	“bill”	to	become	law;	or	if	the	President	fails	to	return	said	
“bill”	within	ten	(10)	days	it	thereby	becomes	law.		[See:	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	
America	c1819,	Art.	1,	§	7,	cl.	1,	2,	3]	[…in	para	materia	to	all	other	state	consStuSons.]
16.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	these	codificaSons/codes,	and	specifically	
the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,		including	but	not	limited	to	THE	
ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	
and	foundaSon	thereof,	employed	and	used	upon	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	alleged	
charging	document/instrument	(Indictment)	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof	in	the	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	are		the	products	of	some	department,	bureau,	commission,	
commiVee,	council,	or	some	sub-whatever	thereof,	which	represents	in	nature	an	enSty	not	
created	and	established	by	the	General	Assembly,	and	therefore	is	an	“un/non-consStuSonal	
legislaSve	enSty”	created	by	statute,	and	therefore	is	not	bound	by	consStuSonal	provisions	
and	prohibiSons;	and	is	operaSng,	funcSoning,	and	laboring	outside,	and	foreign	to,	the	
ConsStuSon;	and	any	semblance/appearance	of	consStuSonal	restraint	is	by	virtue	of	statutory	
constraint;	and	is	legislaSng	and	promulgaSng	foreign	law	which	is	then	passed	off	as	that	of	the	
sole	provided	legislaSve	power	created,	established,	and	ordained	by	express	consStuSonal	
provisions	provided	by	the	sovereign	poliScal	will	of	The	People.
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17.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	General	Assembly’s	approval	of	
a	corporaSon’s	by-laws	does	not	make	nor	consStute	said	by-laws	those	of	the	General	
Assembly,	its	approval	of	the	laws	of	a	“un/non-consStuSonal	legislaSve	enSty”	(corporaSon/
quasi	corporaSon)	is	different	from	approving	a	corporaSon’s	by-laws,	and	therefore	does	not	
make	and	consStute	these	laws	as	those	of	the	General	Assembly.
18.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	enactment,	by	the	General	Assembly,	of	
these	“complete	restatements	of	the	law;”	and	specifically	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	
OF…		and	LOCAL	equivalents,	including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	
any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	
employed,	used,	and	cited	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	wriVen,	drared,	
redrared,	revised,	promulgated,	and	the	like	by	a	“un/non-consStuSonal	legislaSve	enSty”	is	an	
act	of	adopSon	-	i.e.	to	accept,	appropriate,	to	make	that	ones	own	(property	or	act)	which	was	
not	so	originally	of	said	law;	and	is	not	in	accordance	with,	i.e.	complete	accord	with	the	spirit,	
substance,	essence,	object	and	law,	and	pursuant	to,	i.e.	in	compliance	with	the	“forms”	of	law	
(legal)	-	the	expressed	sovereign	poliScal	will	of	The	People	whom	in	the	exercise	thereof,	
created,	established,	and	ordained	the	Government	for	the	United	States	of	America	by	their	
act	evidenced	by	the	ConsStuSon.
19.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	these	codificaSons/codes,	and	specifically	
the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,		including	but	not	limited	to	THE	
ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	
and	foundaSon	thereof,	as	employed/used	and	cited	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	
maVer,	are	enacted	(approved)	into	law	by	the	General	Assembly	by	a	“single	statute	bill”;	and	
whereas,	the	1789,	as	amended	1819,	ConsStuSon	expressly	provides	for	every	“bill”	to	be	read	
at	length	on	three	(3)	different	days	in	each	House	before	a	final	vote	is	taken	on	the	‘bill,”	and	
the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819,		was	not	revised	to	strike	the	reading	at	
length	requirement	to	read	that	every	“bill”	is	to	be	considered,	i.e.	to	fix	the	mind	on,	with	a	
view	to	careful	examinaSon	-	on	three	different	days	in	each	House,	a	reading	of	the	“single	
statute	bill”	employed/used	to	enact	these	codificaSons/codes	into	law,	and	specifically	the	
UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	

9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	
thereof,	would	be	a	mandatory	requirement,	not	just	a	mere	opSon,	in	order	to	actually,	and	
substanSally	accomplish	the	inherent	meaning	of	the	term/word	“considered,”	and	thereby	
meet	and	comply	with	this	official	duty	and	obligaSon	imposed	upon	the	members	of	the	
General	Assembly	as	expressly	provided	for	within	this	revised	provision	of	their	employment	
contract.		[See:	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	Art.	I,	§	7,	cl.	1,	2,	3;	[…in	
pari	materia	to	all	other	state	consStuSons.]
20.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	
America	c1819	was	not	revised	at	ArScle	I,	§	7,	cl.	1,	Form	of	bills,	not	revised	to	allow	the	use	
of	a	“bill”	embracing	more	than	one	subject	and	Stle	to	be	enrolled	as	a	single	statute	“bill,”	and	
at	ArScle	I,	§	7,	cl.	2,	ConsideraSon	of	bills,	not	revised	to	remove	the	requirement	that	“Every	
bill	shall	be	read	at	length	on	three	different	days	in	each	House;”	in	part	because	of	the	shear	
enormity,	difficulty,	and	impossibility	of	complying	with	such	prior	provisions	in	enacSng	
(approving/adopSng)	these	codificaSons/codes	into	law;	and	this	pracSce	does	consStute	and	
equate	to	mere	“convenience”;	and	these	prior	consStuSonal	provisions	do	tacitly,	if	not	
expressly,	Declare	and	Affirm	that	neither	this	present	day	pracSce,	mode,	NOR	basic	concept	
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employed/used	by	the	General	Assembly	in	enacSng	these	codificaSons/codes	into	law,	and	
specifically	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	/or	specifically	

THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	
authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	is	in	accordance	with	and	pursuant	to	proven,	acceptable,	
tradiSonal,	and	customary	usages,	NOR	consStuSonal	methods	of	law	making.	
21.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	these	“revision	commiVees”	or	“code	
commissions”	or	by	whatever	name	known,	operaSng,	and	funcSoning	as	“un/non-
consStuSonal	legislaSve	enSSes,”	which	may	be	composed	of	some	legislaSve	members,	as	well	
as	aVorneys,	judges,	and	non-Governmental		types	are	not	exercising	legislaSve	power	in	
draring,	redraring,	revising,	amending,	promulgaSng,	and	the	like	the	law	they	produced;	and	
where	there	is	a	lack/want	of	nexus	creaSng/establishing	a	relaSonship	therewith,	and	thereto,	
such	laws	do	not	have	a	binding	force	or	effect	over	and	upon	a	private	man,	e.g.	the	
Undersigned,	as	such	relates	to,	and	bears	upon,	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer.	
22.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	Stle,	enacSng	clause,	and	a	body	are	
essenSals	to	the	form	and	style	of	all	valid	law,	whether	by	express	consStuSonal	provisions,	or	
by	fundamental	concepts,	requisites,	solemniSes,	and	proven	usages	from	tradiSon	and	custom	
as	pracSced	by	Lawful	socieSes	in	ALL	centuries.	
23.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	enacSng	clause,	and	necessity	for	it,	is	to	
give	it	jurisdicSonal	idenSty	and	consStuSonal	authenScity,	ensuing	from	the	sole	legislaSve	
power	as	consStuSonally	created	and	provided	for	through	express	consStuSonal	provisions	
reflecSng	the	sovereign	poliScal	will	of	The	People,	whether	prescribed	therein	or	not;	and	is	to	
establish	the	act;	and	is	to	give	it	permanence,	uniformity	and	certainty;	and	is	to	provide	
evidence	of	its	legislaSve	nature;	and	is	to	prevent	an	adventure,	possible	mistake,	and	fraud.	
24.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	enacSng	clause	is	mandatory	for	a	law	to	
have	authority	behind	it.
25.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	employment	and	usage	of	an	enacSng	
clause	has	an	ancient	and	Sme	honored	history	of	usage	in	law	making,	its	employment	and	use	
upon	the	face	of	each	and	every	law	validly	enacted	by	the	General	Assembly	of	the	United	
States	of	America;	and	that	a	law	is	made	in	accordance	with,	and	pursuant	to,	ConsStuSonal	
provisions,	is	absolutely	necessary	and	mandatory	for	a	law	to	have	any	binding	force,	affect	or	
effect	over,	and	upon,	a	man	subject	to	the	source	of	authority	for	the	laws	existence.	
26.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	moSon	by	a	member	of	either	House	of	the	
General	Assembly	to	strike	out	the	enacSng	clause	of	a	“bill”	is	the	most	common	method	
adopted	to	kill	a	“bill”	and	prevent	its	becoming	law,	and	as	such,	does	reveal	the	necessity,	
importance,	and	value	of	an	enacSng	clause	in	relaSon	to	what	is	able	to	become	law,	is	
considered	law,	and	is	law.	
27.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	enacSng	clause	does	go	to	the	substance,	
i.e.	essence,	the	material	or	essenSal	part	of	a	thing,	as	disSnguished	from	mere	“form”,	its	
spirit,	worth,	and	value	of	a	law;	and	therefore	does	have	substanSal,	i.e.	importance,	
considerable	value,	real	as	opposed	to	imaginary,	solid,	true,	not	merely	nominal	validity	
creaSng,	enacSng,	and	promulgaSng	law.
28.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	resoluSons,	and	specifically	as	this	maVer	
may	pertain	to	the	actual	method	employed/used	in	“enacSng”	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	

STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	
and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	into	law,	
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do	not	have	any	force,	affect	or	effect	as	law;	and	are	merely	expressions	of	opinion;	and	an	
alteraSon	of	the	rules;	or	a	vote	of	thanks	or	of	censure	as	to	a	given	maVer,	the	subject-maVer	
of	which	would	not	properly	consStute	a	statute,	and	which	has	only	a	temporary	effect	on	such	
maVers,	whereas	a	law,	is	intended	to	permanently	direct	and	control	maVers.	
29.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Judicial	Branch	of	the	naSonal	and/or	
State	of	…	Governments,	working	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	
and	State	of	…	equivalents,	which	contains	no	express	provision	for	the	use	and	employment	of	
an	enacSng	clause	in	the	form	of	its	“bills/laws”,	nevertheless,	did	determine,	hold,	and	forever	
establish	the	necessity	for,	and	mandatory	employment	and	use	of	an	enacSng	clause	upon	the	
face	of	each	and	every	law	in	the	maVer	of	“In	re	Seat	of	Government,”	wherein	the	Supreme	
Court	for	Washington	Territory	in	considering	an	Act	to	move	the	seat	of	Government,	which	
contained	no	enacSng	clause,	and	said	territory	having	no	ConsStuSon	of	its	own,	and	therefore	
generally	governed	by	that	for	the	United	States	of	America	held	said	Act	invalid	for	want	of	an	
enacSng	clause.		
30.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that,	whereas,	and	specifically	as	this	relates	to	
and	bear	upon	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	including	but	not	

limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	
alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	only	“bills”	exist	within	the	General	Assembly;	and	no	
“bill”	shall	become	“law”	except	by	a	vote	of	a	majority;	and	every	“bill”	which	passes	both	
Houses	of	the	General	Assembly	shall	be	presented	to	the	President	for	signature	
(authenScaSon);	and	every	“bill”	he	approves	shall	become	“law”	and,	whereas	the	Maxim	of	
Law	states:	“A	law	is	not	obligatory	unless	it	be	promulgated,”	the	usage	and	employment	of	an	
enacSng	“upon	the	face”	of	every	law	is	mandatory,	and	does	apply	to	“bills”	as	they	make	their	
way	through	the	General	Assembly;	and	are	required	“upon	the	face”	of	every	law	when	and	as	
published;	and	cannot	be	removed	from	laws	in	their	published/promulgated	form	as	is	the	case	
with	laws	appearing	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,		
including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	
based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof;	and	‘on	its	face’	does		mean	to	be	in	
the	same	plain	view;	and	this	requirement	of	an	enacSng	clause	to	be	on	the	face	of	all	laws,	
from	concepSon	and	gestaSon	as	“bills,”	to	birth	in	published/promulgated	form	as	laws,	is	
made	clear	by	authoriSes	of	law.	
31.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	law	if	‘promulgated’	by	its	being	printed,	
published	and	made	available	or	accessible	by	a	public	document	such	as	an	official	Statute	
and/or	CODE	Book	as,		e.g.	the	United	States	Statutes	at	Large	and/or	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	
STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	the	removal	and	absence	of	this	essenSal,	necessary,	and,	
mandatory	requisite	for	the	enacSng	clause	to	be	“on	its	face”	of	the	law	in	its	promulgated/
published	form	does	apply	to	its	appearance	within	said	“official	books”;	and	cannot	be	in	some	
other	record	book;	and	its	removal	or	otherwise	mysterious	absence	from	said	book	as	in	the	
UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	is	therefore	not	a	valid	and	lawful	
publicaSon/promulgaSon	of	the	law	of	the	United	States	of	America,	and	State	of	…	and	local	
equivalents.		
32.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	enacSng	clauses	are	required	in	the	
promulgaSon	of	law;	and	to	be	on	the	face	of	each	and	every	law;	and	a	law	is	not	obligatory	
unSl	promulgated;	and	the	legislaSve	will	cannot	be	ascertained	in	the	absence	of	an	enacSng	
clause,	nor	the	authority,	nor	the	nature	of	the	law	by	those	to	be	bound	thereby;	such	goals,	
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aims,	and	purposes	of	an	enacSng	clause	in	its	removal	or	otherwise	apparent	absence,	as	well	
as	all	Stles,	on	the	face	of	the	laws/statutes	contained	within	the	published	form	known	as	the	
UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	

MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	
foundaSon		thereof,	are	not	met,	achieved,	and	accomplished;	and	are	not	in	full	accordance	
with	and	pursuant	to	the	fundamental	requirements,	requisites,	solemniSes,	concepts,	and	
proven	usages	of	tradiSon	and	custom,	and	fundamental	consStuSonal	law-making;	and	are	not	
the	valid	and	lawful	laws/statutes	of	the	United	States	of	America,	and	State	of	…	and	local	
equivalents.
33.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	publicaSon/promulgaSon	of	a	statute/
law	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	THE	

ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	
and	foundaSon	thereof,	which	remove	and	or	otherwise	omit	the	enacSng	clause(s),	as	well	as	
all	Stles,	and	are	then	cited	within	and	upon	the	face	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	alleged	
charging	document/instrument	(Indictment),	and	the	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof,	for	a	
criminal/public	offense,	that	said	statute/law	is		void	for	lack/want	of	said	clause,	and	Stle,	and	
thereby,	are	therein,	represenSng	an	invalid	and	un-lawful	publicaSon/promulgaSon	of	said	
statute/law;	and	said	documents	therefore,	do	not	charge	a	valid	and	lawful	offense.	
34.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents,	is	only	“prima	facie	evidence”	of	the	law	of	the	United	States	of	America,	
and	State	of	…	and	local	equivalents.
35.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	act	of	the	General	Assembly	to	enact	the	
UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	into	“posiSve	law,”	i.e.	a	general	
designaSon	for	a	law	that	is	actually	ordained	or	established	sancSons,	is	disSnguished	from	the	
law	of	nature	or	natural	law.
36.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents,	are	not	“posiSve	law”	in	accordance	with	and	pursuant	to	the	definiSon	
from	Bouvier’s	Law	DicSonary	cited	supra;	and	any	such	enactment	of	such	on	the	part	of	the	
General	Assembly	does	not	raise	said	statutes	contained	therein	to	the	level	of	acts	of	the	
General	Assembly	as	would	occur	with	a	validly	enacted	“bill”	as	“law.”
37.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	enactment	of	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	
STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	into	“posiSve	law”	is	solely	a	designaSon	which	declares	
and	translates	to	the	contents	therein	having	undergone	extra	proofreading	and	checking	to	
remove	the	errors,	inconsistencies	(“jokers”),	and	unwise	provisions.
38.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“legal	evidence”	is	a	general	term	for	most	
types	of	evidence	which	includes	“prima	facie	evidence,”	“circumstanSal	evidence,”	and	even	
“hearsay	evidence”	when	relevant	to	an	issue.	
39.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“greatest	evidence”	of	a	true	law	is	one	
which	contains	and	carries	upon	its	face	a	valid	enacSng	clause.
40.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	

LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	
implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	was	in	fact	not	validly	
enacted	as	a	statue(s)/law(s),	and	cannot	be	construed	as	such.
41.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	draring	of	a	“bill”,	or	a	“resoluSon”	by	
the	General	Assembly	to	enact	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
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instrumentaliSes,	including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	
laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	into	law,	or	
‘posiSve	law,’	does	not	factually	and	substanSally	render	the	same,	law,	simply	because	the	
General	Assembly	says	it	is;	and	that	the	General	Assembly	did	not	in	fact	drar	a	“bill”	for	such	
purpose,	and	did	rather	drar	and	employ/use	resoluSon	for	such	a	purpose.	
42.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	single	enacSng	clause	employed	in	the	
publicaSon/promulgaSon	of	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and/

or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	
alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	is	not		sufficient	for	the	enSre	text	of	this	mulS-
volume,	mulS-subject,	and	diverse	Code;	and	such,	if	not	cited	from	the	“Session/Pamphlet	
Laws”,	cannot	be	called	and	considered	valid	law.
43.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	all	“bills”	of	the	General	Assembly	
must	be	presented	to	the	President	for	signature	for	them	to	become	laws,	ALL	of	the	single	
statute	“bills”	employed/used	for	the	enactment	into	law,	or	‘posiSve	law,”	of	the	“CodificaSon/
Code”	published/promulgated	as	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,		

and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	
that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	were	in	fact	not	so	presented	to	any	President;	
and	were	not	signed	(authenScated)	by	any	President,	and	therefore,	were	not	validly,	and	
lawfully,	ordained	and	established	as	law(s).
44.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	is	a	“Code”	requirement	for	the	
employment	and	use	of	an	enacSng	clause	to	be	in	evidence	upon	the	face	of	every	law	of	the	
United	States	of	America,	and	State	of	…	and	local	equivalents,	as	allegedly	published/
promulgated	as	the	United	States	Statutes,	and	State	of	…	and	local	equivalents.	
45.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	order	for	a	court,	and	specifically	the	
alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	to	have	the	jurisdicSonal	
right/authority	to	decide/act	in	a	maVer	brought	before	it,	and	therein	proceed	to	issue/enter	
order(s),	decision(s)	judgment(s),	and	the	like,	said	court	does	have	to	acquire	any	and	all	facets	
of	jurisdicSon	over	and	in	the	parSes	and	“thing”	(res)	involved	in	the	maVer/controversy.	
46.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	if	a	“named”	party	in	a	suit,	acSon,	
proceeding,	indictment,	complaint,	informaSon,	and	the	like,	and	specifically	the	“named”	
alleged	party/defendant	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	absent	from	court,	there	
does	exist	a	want	of	jurisdicSon	over	said	“named”	party;	and	the	court,	and	specifically	the	
alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	cannot	proceed	with	the	
trial	and	all	related	proceedings.	
47.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	courts’	jurisdicSon	over	the	person	
“named’	in	a	maVer	brought	before	it,	and	specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	
“named”	alleged	defendant		within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	conferred	upon	the	
court	by/through	consent,	waiver,	pleading	to	the	merits,	and	by	the	“named’	alleged	party/
defendant/person	appearing	through	counsel.	
48.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	subject-maVer	jurisdicSon	of	
the	court,	and	specifically	that	of	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	
maVer,	involves	the	actual	thing	involved	in	the	controversy,	e.g.	property,	money,	tort	or	wrong	
one	commiVed	against	another,	a	contract,	marriage,	bankruptcy,	lien,	or	the	crime	or	public	
offense	that	is	allegedly	commiVed,	subject-maVer	jurisdicSon	would	not	exist	if	the	“thing”	
involved	in	the	controversy	does	not,	and	never	did	exist.	
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49.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	court’s	subject	maVer	
jurisdicSon,	and	specifically	that	of	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	
alleged	maVer,	is	dependent	upon	and	acquired	by	the	subject-maVer,	whether	by	
consStuSonal	grant	or	valid	statute,	and	the	subject-maVer	of	an	alleged	criminal	case/cause	
being	the	actual	crime	or	offense	alleged/charged	against	the	“named”	alleged		defendant	itself,	
a	court	does	sSll	lack	subject-maVer	jurisdicSon	if	the	crime/offense	alleged/charged	as	a	
violaSon(s)	of	law(s)	within,	and	upon,	the	face	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	alleged	
charging	document/instrument	(Indictment)	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof	is/are	
invalid,	void,	and	a	nullity	by	reason	the	violaSons	of	law	complained	of	are	unconsStuSonal,	or	
un/non-consStuSonal	for	lack/want	of	nexus	(contract),	and	therefore	non-existent	and	
alleging/charging	no	crime/offense.	
50.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	law	which	is	invalid	and	void	for	being	
unconsStuSonal	or	un/non-consStuSonal	for	lack/want	of	nexus	(contract),	does	fail	in	creaSng	
and	establishing	a	subject-maVer	within	which	a	court;	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	
record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	cannot	exercise	jurisdicSon	due	to	said	
alleged	statute/law	failing	to	create	and	establish	an	actual	crime,	or	thing	(res),	which	is	itself	
the	subject-maVer	of	a	criminal	proceeding.	
51.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	law	that	is	unconsStuSonal	or	a	un/non-
consStuSonal	law	employed/used	without	nexus	(contract)	between	the	authority	and	the	man	
alleged	to	be	bound	thereby,	is	void;	and	a	convicSon	under	such	cannot	be	a	lawful/legal	cause	
of	imprisonment	and/or	even	sancSon;	and	a	convicSon	and	imprisonment	imposed/ordered	
therein	under	such	law	is	void.	
52.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	subject-maVer	jurisdicSon,	and	specifically	
within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	which	is	the	most	criScal	aspect	of	the	court’s	
authority	to	act,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	
maVer,	cannot	be	waived,	or	cannot	be	conferred	by	consent,	or	can	be	objected	to	at	any	Sme,	
even	arer	judgment	for	the	first	Sme.	
53.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	if	a	law	is	invalid	and	void	for	being	
unconsStuSonal,	ie	containing	no	enacSng	clause	and	or	Stle,	or	un/non-consStuSonal	when	
employed/used	where	there	exists	a	lack/want	of	nexus,	e.g.	contract,	creaSng	and	establishing	
a	relaSonship	between	the	authority	for	the	un/non-consStuSonal	law	and	a	man	bound	
thereby,	and	said	law	is	employed/used	in	alleging/charging	a	criminal/public	offense	by	ciSng	
such	law/statute	within	and	upon	the	face	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	alleged	charging	
document/instrument	(Indictment),	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof,	and	specifically	
within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	which	alleges/charges	criminal/public	offences	cited	
from	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	

OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	
foundaSon	thereof,	within	and	upon	the	face	of	said	alleged	warrant,	alleged	charging	
document/instrument	(Indictment),	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof	therein,	such	
employment/use,	and	ciSng	of	said	laws(s)/statute(s)	does	effect	and	affect	the	validly,	
sufficiency,	and	lawfulness	of	said	alleged	documents/instruments,	and	such	do	not	in	fact	
charge	an	actual	crime/offense;	and	such	law/statutes	do	render	all	such	alleged	warrants,	
alleged	charging	documents/instruments,	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof	insufficient	
and	“fatally	defecSve,”	and	therefore	VOID;	and	such	law(s)/statute(s)	cited	within	and	upon	the	
face	of	said	alleged	warrants,	alleged	charging	documents,	alleged	instruments,	and	alleged	
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affidavits	in	support	thereof	does	not	create	a	legal,	or	lawful,	cause	of	punishment	for	a	
convicSon	thereunder;	and	such	law(s)/statute(s)	cited	within	and	upon	the	face	of	said	alleged	
warrants,	alleged	charging	documents/instruments	does	fail	to	establish/confer	subject-maVer	
jurisdicSon	upon	the	court;	and	the	employment/use	and	ciSng	of	such	law(s)/statutes	within	
and	upon	the	face	of	such	alleged	warrants,	alleged	charging	documents/instruments,	and	
alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof	does	therefore	render	ALL	proceedings	prior	to	filing	of	a	
proper	instrument	(if	it’s	possible)	void	ab	iniSo.		
54.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	term/word	“may”	as	employed	by	the	
judge	handing	down	the	decision	of	the	court	does	mean	“SHALL”	or	“MUST”	to	the	end	that	
jusSce	may	not	be	the	slave	of	grammar.	
55.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	court,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	
record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	which	does	not	have	proper	jurisdicSon	
within	and	over	the	subject-maVer	and	the	“person(s)”	in	a	criminal	proceeding,	and	therefore,	
does	not	has	the	right	to	decide	in	the	maVer	and	decide	wrongly	in	its	judgment,	which	would	
only	be	found	upon	appeal	as	“error,”	a	court	lacking/wanSng	subject-maVer	jurisdicSon	for	
lack/want	of	a	“sufficient”	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	alleged	charging	instrument/document,	
e.g.	an	Indictment,	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof,	which	allege/charge	a	violaSon(s)	
of	a	non-existent	criminal/public	offense(s)	for	lack/want	of	a	valid,	lawful,	consStuSonal,	and	
exisSng	law(s),	or	which	allege/charge	a	violaSon(s)	of	a	un/non-consStuSonal	criminal/public	
offense(s)	lacking/wanSng	nexus,	e.g.	contract,	between	the	parSes,	does	in	such	
circumstances,	therefore,	render	ANY	AND	ALL	orders,	decisions,	and	judgments	of	said	court	
VOID,	unenforceable,	and	without	any	force,	affect	or	effect	whatsoever	ab	iniSo.
56.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	court’s	“plenary	power”,	i.e.	enSre,	
complete,	absolute,	perfect,	unqualified	inherent	authority	to,	inter	alia,	not	only	decide,	but	to	
make	binding	orders	and	judgments,	and	specifically	the	“plenary	powers”	of	the	alleged	court	
of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	are		resident	in	the	“office	of	a/the	judge,”	
which	upon	“perfecSon	of	Stle”	thereto	by	a	judge	taking	and	subscribing	a	valid	and	lawful	
“oath	of	office”	secured	by	a	“fidelity	bond”	(or	however	termed/styled)	thereupon	are	then	
conferred	upon	the	judge;	and	in	the	absence	of	such	acts	to	“perfect	Stle”	to	said	“office”	by	a	
judge,	said	powers	are	not	conferred;	and	said	office	is	vacant;	and	all	orders,	decisions,	and	
judgments	rendered	by	the	judge	having	so	failed	to	“perfect	Stle”	to	the	office	s/he	holds	are	
Void	ab	iniSo,	and	therefore,	unenforceable,	and	without	force,	affect	or	effect.		
57.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	judge,	without	having	perfected	Stle	to	his	
“office”	and,	therefore,	without	right	to	exercise/use	the	“plenary	powers”	resident	therein,	and	
specifically	the	judge	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	commivng	thereby,	and	
therein,	acts	of	“False	PersonaSon,”	“UsurpaSon,”	“Fraud,”	“False	Pretenses,”	“DecepSve	and	
Fraudulent	Business	PracSces”,	and	operaSng,	alone	or	in	concert,	a	“Confidence	Game”,	for	
which	any	or	all	such	acts	would	operate	to	render	void	ab	iniSo,	unenforceable,	and	of	no	
binding	force,	affect	or	effect,	ALL	decisions,	orders,	and	judgments	of	such	a	judge.	
58.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	judge	who	has	failed	to	“perfect	Stle”	to	
his/her	“office”	and	thereby,	and	therein,	has	no	lawful	NOR	legal	right	to	exercise/use	the	
“plenary	powers”	resident	therein,	and	specifically	as	this	maVer	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	
judge	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	not	therein	acSng	and	holding	said	“office”	
in	the	character	thus	un-lawfully	assumed	to	deceive	others,	and	thereby,	and	therein,	gain	
some	profit	or	advantage	and/or	some	right	or	privilege	belonging	to	the	one	so	falsely	
personated,	and	is	not	thereby,	and	therein,	acSng	and	holding	the	“office	of	a	judge”	under	
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“color-of-law”	i.e.,	an	appearance,	semblance	as	disSnguished	from	that	which	is	real,	valid,	and	
lawful,		a	prima	facie	or	apparent	authority	(not	actual	authority,	but	that	which	a	Principal	
holds	out	as	possessing}	and	is	therefore	operaSng	and	funcSoning	as	a	“judge	de	facto”,	i.e.	
having	no	authority	and	right	thereto	by	lawful	Stle,	and	would	render	all	decisions,	orders,	and		
judgments	of	such	a	judge	void	ab	iniSo,	unenforceable,	and	of	no	force,	affect	or	effect.
59.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	judge	who	has	failed	to	“perfect	Stle”	to	his	
“office”	and	thereby,	and	therein,	has	no	right	to	exercise/use	the	“plenary	powers”	resident	
within	the	“office	of	a/the	judge,”	and	specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	judge	
and	said	“office”	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is		operaSng	and	funcSoning	in	the	
capacity	of	a	judge	through	trespass	of	Stle	and	“usurpaSon”	of	powers;	and	such	acts	of	
“usurpaSon”	and	trespass	do	consStute	acts	of	fraud	(extrinsic	and/or	collateral)	by	an	“agent”	
of	a	principal	and	power	appearing	of	a	foreign	nature	and	character,	acSng	to	gain	an	undue	or	
un-conscienSous	advantage	over	another,	and	specifically	the	Undersigned,	as	this	maVer	
relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	for	which	said	acts	of	“fraud”	do	
viSate	and	render	void,	ab	iniSo,	unenforceable,	and	of	no	force,	affect	or	effect,	ALL	decisions,	
orders,	and	judgments	of	such	a	trespassing,	usurping,	and	de	facto	judge.		
60.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“presiding	judge”	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer	was	acSng	therein	without	having	“perfected	Stled”	to	his/her	office;	
and	thereby,	and	therein,	was	“trespassing	upon	Stle”	to	said	“office”;	and	thereby,	and	therein,	
was	“usurping”	the	right	of,	and	right	to,	exercise/use	(falsely	holding	out	possession	coupled	
with	use)	the	“plenary	powers”	resident	within	said	“office;”	and	did	not	possess	lawful	Stle	to	
said	“office”,	and	the	right	of,	and	right	to,	exercise/use	of	said	powers,	and	was	therefore	acSng	
under	“color-of-law,”	“False	PersonaSon,”	“False	Pretenses,”	“UsurpaSon,”	“Fraud,”	“DecepSve	
and	Fraudulent	Business	PracSces,”	and	operaSng	alone,	or	in	concert,	a	“Confidence	Game”;	
and	did	thereby,	and	therein,	commit	“consStuSonal	impermissible	acts”,	or	“ultra	vires”	acts,	
or	“illegal”	acts	upon,	and	against,	the	Undersigned	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer;	
and	all	decisions,	orders,	and	the	judgment	entered/rendered	within	said	alleged	maVer	are	not	
valid,	enforceable,	and	of	binding	force,	affect	or	effect.		NOTE:	Response	to	this	Proof	of	Claim	
will	require	the	Respondent(s)	to	provide	“CERTIFIED”	true,	correct,	and	complete	copies	of	
those	documents	and	“CredenSals”	which	Respondent(s)	may	be	relying	on	to	support	any	and	
all	claims	that	Respondent(s)	brings	forth	to	include	but	not	limited	to	Oath(s)	of	office	and	
bonding	of	the	“presiding	judge”	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer.
61.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“void	judgment”	is	an	absolute	and	
complete	nullity	from	the	beginning	(ab	iniSo)	even	before	reversal;	and	acts	performed	under	
it	are	also	nulliSes;	and	it	is	not	in	law	a	judgment	at	all;	and	is	not	enStled	to	any	respect	
whatsoever,	as	it	does	not	affect,	effect,	impair,	or	create	legal	rights;	and	is	mere	waste	paper;	
and	it	does	not	have	binding	force,	affect	or	effect;	and	does	not	bind	anybody	or	anyone;	and	is	
not	good	anywhere;	and	is	bad	everywhere;	and	is	not	capable	therefore	of	enforcement	in	any	
manner	or	to	any	degree.		
62.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“laches”	and	“lapses	in	Sme”	are	not	
applicable	to	void	judgments;	and	such	do	not	create	any	form	of	estoppel	which	operates/
funcSons	to	prevent/bar	a	party	bound	under	a	void	judgment	from	obtaining	relief	and	remedy	
therefrom;	and	void	judgments	are	not	capable	of	confirmaSon	or	raSficaSon,	specifically	as	
this	maVer	relates	to,	and	bears	upon,	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer.
63.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“void	judgments”	can	be	aVacked	
collaterally	(i.e.	an	aVempt	to	impeach,	i.e.	to	dispute,	disparage,	deny,	or	contradict;			
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64.	.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“collateral	aVack”	against/upon	a	“void	
judgment”	is	a	proceeding	or	“procedure”	out	of	/foreign	to	the	record,	and	specifically	the	
record	of	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	in	an	acSon/
process	other	than	that	in	which	the	void	judgment	was	rendered,	in	an	aVempt	to	avoid,	
defeat,	evade,	or	deny	the	force,	affect	and	effect	of	the	void	judgment.		
65.	.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“procedure”	is	defined	as	a	“Series	of	
Symbolic	AcSons,	generally	accompanied	by	words,	and	in	developed	socieSes,	by	the	
ExhibiSon	of	WriVen	Documents,	by	means	of	which	Rights	or	LiberSes	guaranteed	by	a	society	
are	reasserted	by	its	individual	members.		ReasserSon	is	the	Essence	of	Procedure,	for	in	the	
sense	in	which	we	shall	use	the	term,	it	assumes	an	already	violated	right.”
66.	.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	is	not	a	specific	or	set	procedure	for	a	
“collateral	aVack”	against/upon,	and	in	relaSon/regards	to	a	“void	judgment”,	and	specifically	
within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer.		
67.	.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	for	
Proof	of	Claim,	as	a	“Private	AdministraSve	Procedure”	in	the	nature	of		Bill	of	Discovery	and	
ValidaSon	of	Debt,	can	be	uSlized/employed/used,	and	the	like	by	the	Undersigned	as	a	
“collateral	aVack”	against/upon,	and	in	relaSon/regards	to,	a	“void	judgment”	to	“set	the	
agreement”	of	the	“parSes”,	i.e.	the	Respondents	and	the	Undersigned,	specifically	in	
applicaSon	to/with	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	and	thereby,	and	therein,	avoid,	
defeat,	evade,	and	deny	the	validity,	lawfulness,	procedural	legality,	enforceability,	and	force,	
affect	and	effect	of	said	judgment	entered/rendered	in	said	alleged	maVer;	and	thereby,	and	
therein,	acquire	relief	and	“remedy”,	which	includes	“rights;”	and	thereby,	and	therein,	reassert	
a	Right	already	violated	to	obtain	relief	and	remedy	through	the	“personal	replevining”	of	the	
corpus,	Liberty,	and	all	property	of	the	Undersigned’s	un-lawfully	(and	illegally)	taken,	seized,	
destrained,	and	the	like	resulSng	from	the	“void	judgment”	of	said	court	within	said	alleged	
maVer	and	currently	warehoused	within	the	“field	warehouse”,	also	known	by	any	and	all	
derivaSves	and	variaSons	in	the	spelling	of	said	name,	operaSng/funcSoning	as	an	instrument/
arm/unit	of	the	alleged	“Bonded”	“FEDERAL”	warehousing	agency,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	foreign	to	the	United	States	of	America	body,	State	of	…	and	Local	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	a	Private	CorporaSon,	Military	Based	OperaSon,	also	known	by	
all	derivaSves	and	variaSons	in	the	spelling	of	said	name.								
68.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	jurisdicSon,	and	specifically	that	of	the	
alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	of	the	court,	i.e.	in	
personam,	territorial,	poliScal,	subject-maVer	jurisdicSon	and	other,	does	have	to	be	proven;	
and	all	jurisdicSonal	facts	related	to	the	jurisdicSon	asserted	does		have	to	be	proven	upon	the	
record;	and	once	jurisdicSon	is	raised,	the	burden	does	shir	to	the	court,	and	specifically	the	
alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	to	prove	jurisdicSon;	and	
the	court,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	
maVer,	does	not	have	any	discreSon	to	ignore	lack	of	jurisdicSon;	and	the	court,	and	specifically	
the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	cannot	proceed	once	
jurisdicSon	is	raised;	and	the	court,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer,	does	not	have	authority	to	reach	merits,	and	should	rather	dismiss	
the	cause	of	acSon;	and	jurisdicSon	cannot	be	assumed,	and	does	have	to	be	proven	to	exist	
and	decided.	
69.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	court,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	
of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	does	have	the	power	and	duty	to	vacate	a	
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“void	judgment”;	and	relief	from	a	“void	judgment”	is	not	a	discreSonary	maVer	and	is	
mandatory;	and	principles	of	res	judicata	and	the	concomitant/subsequent	consequences	
thereof	will	not	be	applied	to	a	“void	judgment”;	and	a	“void	judgment	can	be	vacated	any	
Sme.”		
70.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	not	necessary	for	one	to	take	any	steps	
to	have	a	“void	judgment”	reversed/vacated/set	aside.	
71.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	judgment	of	a	court,	and	specifically	the	
judgment	of	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	void	as	
long	as	there	is	an	arguable	basis	for	subject-maVer	and	other	jurisdicSon.
72.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“judgments	and	other	documents”	of	a	
court,	and	specifically	the	judgment	of	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	
alleged	maVer,	is	a	form	of	“bond,”	i.e.	a	negoSable	instrument	evidencing	debt,	and	is	then	
sold	for	raising	revenue.
73.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	“test	of	jurisdicSon”	of	a	court	is	
its	right	to	decide;	the	judgment	of	a	court,	and	specifically	the	judgment	of	the	alleged	court	of	
record	within	the	above	referenced	maVer,	which	had	no	jurisdicSon	at	the	Sme	the	judgment	
was	entered/rendered,	is	therefore	absolutely	void	and	subject	to	defeat	collaterally,	as	in	this	
CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	For	Proof	of	Claim
74.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	even	if	a	“void	judgment”	is	affirmed	on	
appeal,	it	is	not	thereby	rendered	valid.
75.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	when	jurisdicSon,	i.e.	in	personam,	
territorial,	poliScal,	subject-maVer	jurisdicSon	and	other,	is	lacking/wanSng	by	a	court,	and	
specifically	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	the	court	
does	have	to	dismiss	the	cause	of	acSon;	and	its	neglect	or	refusal	to	do	so	is	usurpaSon.		
76.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	parSes	involved	within	the	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer	are	not	in	a	“legal”	sense	immune	from	any	claims	that	they	
are	guilty	of	corrupSon	due	to	their	so-called	“proper”	exercise	of	jurisdicSon,	this	alleged	
immunity	does	not	hold	and	shield	said	parSes,	and	Respondent(s),	for	their	acts,	whether	of	
commission	or	omission,	wherein	they	lack/want	jurisdicSon,	perfecSon	of	Stle	to	“office,”	right	
to	exercise/use	the	“plenary	powers”	resident	therein,	and	in	fact	without	Lawful/legal	
authority,	once	this	lack/want	of	right/power/authority,	and	the	like	has	been	raised	through	
NOTICE	and	WARNING	as	within	this	CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	For	Proof	Of	Claim,	
relaSng	to	and	bearing	upon	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer;	and	said	parSes	or	
Respondent(s),	therein	choose	to	ignore	said	NoSce	and	Warning,	and	essenSally	proceed	as	if	
the	said	judgment	is	valid	by	refusing	to	perform	their	duty/obligaSon	to	vacate	said	judgment	
upon	agreement,	whether	expressed	or	tacit,	with	the	Undersigned	that	judgment	is	in	fact	
VOID	ab	iniSo,	unenforceable,	and	of	no	binding	force,	affect	or	effect;	and	would	thereby	
establish	and	demonstrate	Respondent(s)	failure	to	perform	in	accordance	with,	and	pursuant	
to,	the	terms	and	condiSons	of	their	voluntary	commercial	indenture	through	failure,	of	duty	
and	obligaSon,	to	vacate	the	judgment	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	issue	an	“Order	
of	Release”	(terminaSon	statement)	which	would	thereby	consStute,	and	establish	acts	of,	
“usurpaSon,”	and	conspiracy	therein,	and	thereto.
77.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	courts,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	
record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	did	make	use	of	a	concept/rule	known	as	
“ConsStuSonal	Avoidance”	in	deciding	maVers	to	avoid	conflict	with	the	ConsStuSon	or	Bill	of	
Rights;	and	do	always	adopt	the	interpretaSon	of	the	alleged	statute/law	(or	maVer	under	
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consideraSon	before	the	court)	which	avoids	a	conflict	with	the	ConsStuSon;	or	will	dispose	of	
maVers	by	some	other	means	which	avoids	the	ConsStuSon	altogether	if	possible.		
78.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	court,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	
record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	when	confronted	with	a	case/cause	brought	
before	it	which	appears	“on	its	face”	to	be	founded	upon	unconsStuSonal	statute/law,	will		
tacitly,	if	not	expressly,	look	to	a	“contract”	or	“quasi	contract,”	real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	
implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed	which	will	act	as	a	nexus	(relaSonship)	between	the	parSes	
from	which	the	court	can	assume	its	right	to	decide	and	thereby,	and	therein,	bind	the	“named”	
alleged	defendant		to	the	“un/non-consStuSonal”	source	of	authority	for	the	existence	of	the	
statute/law	acSng	as	the	terms/condiSons	of	said	contract,	in	which	the	“named”	alleged	
defendant	is	alleged/charged	as	violaSng	or	being	in	breach	thereof,	and	thereby,	and	therein,	
avoid	the	consStuSonal	conflict/quesSon	altogether.
79.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer	did	look	to,	and	rely	thereupon,	an	alleged	charging	document/
instrument	(Indictment),	and	alleged	affidavit	in	support	thereof,	by	which,	and	through	which,	
said	court	assumed	its	right	to	decide	which	was	“fatally	defecSve”	for	alleging/charging	
violaSon(s)	of	statute(s)/law(s)	cited	from	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents,	which	on	their	face	contain	and	exhibit	no	enacSng	clause(s)	evidencing	the	will	of	
the	General	Assembly	that	such	is	to	exist	as	Statute(s)/law(s)	of	the	United	States	of	America,	
State	of	…	and	Local	equivalents,	NOR	any	authority	for	their	existence,	NOR	Stles,	and	thereby,	
and	therein,	providing	no	evidence	as	to	their	nature,	which	in	accordance	with,	and	pursuant	
to,	the	lex	non	scripta	and	fundamental	concepts,	requisites,	essenSals,	and	solemniSes	of	law-
making	derived	from	the	usages	of	Sme	honored,	proven,	and	ancient	tradiSons,	customs	and	
fundamental	consStuSonal	principles	of	law-making	do	render	said	alleged/charged	violaSon(s)	
of	said	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	VOID,	unenforceable,	and	of	no	binding	force,	affect	and	effect	
for	their	failure	to	create	a	criminal/public	offense	for	which	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	can	
be	convicted	and	punished	for,	therefore,	failing	to	create	a	subject-maVer	(crime)	for	the	
alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	to	assume	any	jurisdicSon	

in,	over,	upon,	and	the	like.	[See:	H.R.	3190	(80xy	Congress,	1947-1948).	Pub.L.	80-772;	

specifically	April	24,	1947,	H.R.	Rep.	No.	304,	80xy	Cong.,	1zx	Sess.,	100	app.	(1947);	93	Cong.	
Rec.	5048-49,	5121;	May	12,	1947,	93	Cong.	Rec.	5049	(no	quorum	present,	cf.	U.S.	Cons.	Art.	I,	
§	5,	cl.	1,	Art.	I,	§	7,	cl.	2);	S.	Con.	Res.	33,	93	Cong.	Rec.	10522,	10439,	July	26,	1947;	94	cong.	

Rec.	8075,	June	14,	1948;	S.	Rep.	1620,	80xy	Cong.,	2d	Sess.	2430,	June	18,	1948;	94	Cong.	Rec.	

8864;	Daily	Digest,	94	Cong.	Rec.	D556-557,	80xy	Congress,	June	18,	1948;	94	Cong.	Rec.	

8864-65:		see	S.	Rept.	1620,	80xy	Cong.,	2d	Sess.	2430	(1948);	94	Cong.	Rec.	9158;	94	Cong.	Rec.	
9354,	9363,	9365,	June	19,	1948;	and	94	cong.	Rec.	9367,	June	25,	1947.]
80.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	
reference	alleged	maVer	did	tacitly	determine,	and	assume,	its	jurisdicSon	over,	and	upon,	the	
alleged	parSes	within	said	alleged	maVer	based	upon	some	“contract,”	real	or	presumed,	
expressed	or	implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed	as	an	“un/non-consStuSonal	other	ground”	
within,	and	upon,	which	it	proceeded	to	exercise	its	right	to	decide,	render/enter	a	judgment	
therein,	and	thereby	avoid	the	consStuSonal	conflict/quesSon	altogether.
81.		The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	contracts	do	supersede	the	ConsStuSon,	the	
law	therein,	and	thereof,	as	well	as	ALL	constraints,	prohibiSons,	and	provisions	therein	
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expressed,	because	contracts	arise	not	from	the	ConsStuSon,	but	from	without	the	
ConsStuSon,	based	upon	a	man’s	unalienable,	and	unlimited,	Right	to	privately	contract	which	
cannot	be	impaired.
82.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer,	did	not	fully	disclose	in	good	faith	and	with	clean	hands,	to	the	
“named”	alleged	defendant	within	said	alleged	maVer,	or	the	Undersigned,	any	contract	or	
quasi-contract,	real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed	from	which	said	
court	formed	for	itself	an	“un/non-consStuSonal	other	ground”	upon	which,	and	within	which,	
it	assumed	its	jurisdicSon,	i.e.	its	right	to	decide,	and	thereby,	and	therein,	exercise	its	power	to	
enter/render	a	judgment	therein,	and	avoid	the	consStuSonal	conflict/quesSon	altogether.
83.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer	by	resorSng	to	a	contract	or	quasi-contract,	real	or	presumed,	
expressed	or	implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed	between	the	parSes,	i.e.	the	“named”	alleged	
defendant	and	source	of	authority	for	the	existence	of	said	“un/non-consStuSonal”	Statute(s)/
law(s),	acSng	therein,	and	thereby,	to	bind	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	to	said	source	of	
authority,	and	thereby	to	said	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	alleged/charged	to	have	been	violated/
breached	by	the	“named”	alleged	defendant,	does	thereby,	and	therein,	Declare	and	Affirm	
tacitly,	if	not	expressly,	the	unconsStuSonal	nature	of	the	alleged	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	cited	
within,	and	upon	the	face	of,	the	alleged	charging	document/instrument	(Indictment),	and	
alleged	affidavit	in	support	thereof,	provided	by	an	alleged	party	thereto;	and	does	conversely	
Declare	and	Affirm	the	“un/non-consStuSonal”	nature	of	said	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	alleged/
charged	as	having	been	violated	or	breached.
84.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	source	of	authority	for	the	existence	of	
the	statutes(s)/law(s)/code(s)	alleged/charged	as	having	been	violated/breached	by	the	
“named”	alleged	defendant	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	as	cited	within,	and	
upon,	the	face	of	the	alleged	charging	document/instrument	(InformaSon),	and	alleged	affidavit	
in	support	thereof,	employed/used	by	the	District	AVorney’s	Office	and	the	alleged	court	of	
record	within	said	maVer	is,	and	does,	represent	a	“foreign	source	of	authority”	to	the	“named”	
alleged	defendant	without	there	exisSng	a	contract	creaSng	a	relaSonship,	and	establishing	a	
nexus	with/to	said	source	of	authority	and	the	“named”	alleged		defendant	in	said	alleged	
maVer,	and	the	Undersigned’s	“State-In-Being,”	and	“State-In-Fact.”
85.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	a	“relaSonship”	must	exist	and	be	
established	between	a	source	of	authority	for	a	statute’s/law’s/code’s	existence	and	a	man	to	be	
bound	thereby;	and	whereas	the	“relaSonship”	presumed	to	have	been	established	and	exisSng	
between	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	and	the	Undersigned	within	the	above	referenced	
alleged	maVer,	and	the	source	of	authority	for	the	existence	of	the	“un/non-consStuSonal”	
statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	as	cited	within	and	upon	the	face	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	
alleged	charging	document/instrument	(Indictment),	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof	
within	same	alleged	maVer,	presumed	to	have	arisen	from	some	“contract”	or	“quasi	contract,”	
real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed	which	creates	and	establishes	
said	“relaSonship/nexus”	as	one	of	contractual	obligaSons	between	the	parSes	to	said	contract,	
such	does	define	and	reveal	the	nature	and	cause	of	said	alleged	maVer,	and	ALL	proceedings	
therein,	as	some	form	of	suit/libel	in	equity/chancery/admiralty,	arising	from	some	alleged/
charged	violaSon(s)	of	terms	and	condiSons	of	said	alleged	contract	for	a	tort,	fault,	misconduct	
or	malfeasance	arising	therefrom	on	the	part	of	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	in	said	alleged	
maVer,	alleged/charged	as	being	in	“breach”	of	duty/obligaSon	arising	from	said	“contract”	as	
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an	acSon	ex	delicto.	
86.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	actual	nature	and	cause	of	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer	and	ALL	proceedings,	procedures,	and	processes	therein,	were	not	in	
fact	fully	disclosed	and	explained	to	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	and	the	Undersigned	in	
said	alleged	maVer	by	the	Presiding	Judge,	any	acSng	party	thereto,	and	or	the	alleged	court	of	
record	appointed	Defense	AVorney;	and	such	full	disclosure	does	not	appear	upon	the	face	of	
the	record	of	the	alleged	court	of	record,	but	said	facts	relaSng	to	the	actual	nature	and	cause	
of	said	alleged	maVer	were	rather	acSvely	and	purposely	concealed	and	hidden	by	said	
“Officer(s)”	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	and/or	“COURT”	,	or	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	which	thereby,	and	therein,	consStuted	and	established	acts	of	
fraud	against	and	upon	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	and	the	Undersigned	within	said	alleged	
maVers	by	said	“Officers.”
87.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	legal	status	of	these	“un/non-
consStuSonal	legislaSve	enSSes”	operaSng/funcSoning	as	sources	of	authority	for	these	so-
called	“Revised	Codes/Statutes”,	and	specifically	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	

LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	
implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	is	that	of	a	
corporaSon/quasi	corporaSon,	which	is	also	created	by	statute.		
88.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	LegislaSve	Reference	Bureau,	STATE	OF	...	
and	LOCAL	equivalents,	created	by	Act	of	April	27,	1909,	P.L.	208,	and,	reorganized	by	Act	of	
May	7,	1923,	P.L.	158,	as	a	legislaSve	“agency’	with	the	primary	funcSon	to	drar	and	pass	upon	
legislaSve	bills	and	resoluSons	for	introducSon	in	the	General	Assembly;	and	to	prepare	for	
“adopSon”	by	the	General	Assembly,	“Codes”	by	topics,	of	the	exisSng	general	statutes	for	
which	it	was	handed	over	statutory	authority	in	1974	to	publish	an	“official	publicaSon”	of	the	
UNITED	STATES	CODE,		STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	is	operaSng/funcSoning	as	a	“un/
non-consStuSonal	legislaSve	enSty”;	and	is	operaSng	or	funcSoning	as	a	foreign	corporate	
enSty	represenSng	the	source	of	authority	for	the	existence	of	statute(s)/law(s)	known	as	the	
UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	in	the	capacity	of	an	“administraSve	
law	agency”	administering	the	corporate	affairs,	and	public	of	that	which	created	it,	by	statute.
89.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	these	alleged	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	of	this	
“un/non-consStuSonal	legislaSve	enSty”,	i.e.	the	LegislaSve	Reference	Bureau,	STATE	OF	…	and	
LOCAL	equivalents,	operaSng/funcSoning	as	a	foreign	corporate	“administraSve	law	agency”	
are	by	nature	the	private	“by-laws”	of	a	“corporaSon”	for	the	administraSon	of	its	internal	
Government	and	public;	and	are	not	binding	and	of	force,	affect	or	effect	over	and	upon	the	
private,	non-enfranchised,	and	non-assumpsit’s	thereto,	and	therewith,	living,	breathing,	flesh-
and-blood	man,	i.e.	a	man;	and	as	such,	are	not	ulSmately	governed	by,	through,	and	within	the	
realm	of	commercial	law	as	adopted	and	codified	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	
OF	…		and	LOCAL	equivalents,	thereby,	and	therein,	represenSng	commercial	law	for	operaSng/
funcSoning	in	commerce.
90.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	
America	c1819	at	ArScle	I,	SecSon	8	and	10	clearly	prohibits	the	Congress	from	prinSng	and	
issuing	Federal	Reserve	Notes	as	it	is	a	consStuSonal	enSty,	or	purportedly	so,	and	its	acSons	
are	limited	thereby,	and	therein,	a	corporaSon	or	trust	is	not,	e.g.	the	Federal	Reserve	System,	
created	by	Congressional	Act	in	1913,	and	as	an	“un/non-consStuSonal	Congressional	enSty”	
without	the	ConsStuSon,	and	therefore	not	bound	NOR	encumbered	by	said	document/
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instrument,	may	proceed	to	print	and	issue	money	(currency)	which	would	be	an	
unconsStuSonal	form	of	money	for	Congress,	restrained	as	it	is,	by	the	instrument/document	of	
its	creaSon,	these	“un/non-consStuSonal	legislaSve	enSSes”,	e.g.	the	LegislaSve	Reference	
Bureau,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	the	alleged	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	they	
create/generate	is	a	“un/non-consStuSonal”	issue	having	no	nexus	with	the	said	ConsStuSon;	
and	the	binding	force,	affect	or	effect	of	said	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	is	established/created	
solely	from,	or	by,	contract	between	the	parSes,	which	once	silent	judicial	noSce	of	said	
contract	is	taken	by	the	presiding	judge,	whether	real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	implied,	
revealed	or	unrevealed,	therein	does	operate/funcSon	to	bind	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	
in	the	alleged	maVer,	and	specifically	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer,	to	the	alleged/charged	violaSon(s)	of	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	cited	
within	and	upon	the	face	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	alleged	charging	document/
instrument	(Indictment),	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof,	and	specifically	within	the	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer.

Please	note	
“Federal	Reserve	notes	are	not	redeemable,	and	receive	no	backing	by	anything.	This	has	been	
the	case	since	1933.	The	notes	have	no	value	for	themselves,”	this	is	taken	from	the	official	
website	of	the	UNITED	STATES	financial	expert,	the	UNITED	STATES	DEPARTMENT	OF	THE	
TREASURY	whose	job	it	is	to	print	the	money	to	be	uSlized	by	the	public,	and	note	how	they	say	
that	since	the	government	declared	bankruptcy	in	1933	their	notes	have	had	no	value.

		An	official	website	of	the	UNITED	STATES	Government

			
U.S.	DEPARTMENT	OF	THE	TREASURYU.S.	DEPARTMENT	OF	THE	TREASURY

hVps://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/faqs/Currency/Pages/legal-tender.aspx	
The	Federal	Reserve	issues	bookkeeping	entry	credit,	there	is	no	consStuSonal	amendment	
permivng	the	Federal	Reserve	and/or	the	treasury	to	create	worthless	items	and	declared	
them	to	be	currency.	The	ConsStuSon	has	held	that	the	monies	created	by	Congress	must	have	
a	value,	and	this	is	not	a	market	value	but	a	naSonal	currency	value.	Federal	Reserve	
bookkeeping	entry	credit	is	not	regulated	by	Congress,	making	this	process	by	the	Federal	
Reserve,	the	issuance	of	bookkeeping	entry	credit,	unconsStuSonal.	That	is,	unless	and	unSl	you	
can	provide	facts	and	conclusions	of	law,	and	not	opinion,	to	the	contrary.
91.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that		where	an	American	alleged	defendant	and	
the	Undersigned	before	an	American	court,	charged	with	the	violaSon	of	a	statute/law/code	of	
the	French	Parliament,	to	which	he	mounts	a	defense	upon	an	“unconsStuSonal”	issue	of	a	law	

violaSng	his	alleged	4xy	and	5xy	Amendment	rights,	and	its	being	repugnant	to	the	ConsStuSon,	
the	presiding	judge	would	have	commiVed	an	“error	in	judgment”	were	s/he	to	hold	that	said	
statute/law/code	(regardless	of	how	apparently	corrupt	and	fascist	this	holding	may	seem	to	
paint	said	court	and	judge)	is	not	“unconsStuSonal”;	and	such	a	holding	and	statement	of	the	
judge	is	not	a	tacit	affirmaSon	on	the	part	of	said	judge	that	the	maVer	was	improperly	
presented	as	an	“unconsStuSonal	issue”	when	it	should	have	been	presented	as	a	“un/non-
consStuSonal”	issue,	i.e.	a	law/statute/code	outside	and	foreign	to	the	ConsStuSon,	which	

https://www.treasury.gov/index.php/%22%20%5Co%20%22Home
https://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/faqs/Currency/Pages/legal-tender.aspx
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would	have	acted	to	focus	upon	and	address	the	nature	of	said	statute/law/code	and	the	lack/
want	of	relaSonship	(contract	or	otherwise)	exisSng	between	said	alleged	defendant	and	the	
Undersigned	and	the	source	of	authority	for	the	existence	of	said	statute/law/code	to	which,	for	
said	lack/want	of	relaSonship,	said	alleged	defendant	and	the	Undersigned	has	no	duty	NOR	
obligaSon	to	follow,	comply	with,	NOR	obey.
92.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	issue	of	a	trial	or	hearing	exists	
when	the	plainSff	and	alleged	defendant	arrive	at	some	specific	maVer	in	which	one	affirms	and	
the	others	denies,	a	court	does	create	the	issue	by	asking	the	“named”	defendant	how	he	
disputes	to	the	charges.
93.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	if	there	is	a	statute/law/code	within,	and	
upon,	the	face	of	an	alleged	charging	document/instrument	which	alleges/charges	a	violaSon	of	
an	unconsStuSonal	statute/law/code,	or	is	from	another	state,	or	legal	enSty,	or	even	a	“un/
non-consStuSonal	legislaSve	enSty,”	such	as	those	statutes/laws/code	cited	from	the	UNITED	
STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalent,	including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	
MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	
foundaSon	thereof,	within	and	upon	the	face	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	alleged	charging	
document/instrument	(Indictment),	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer,	an	alleged	defendant,	and	specifically	the	“named”	alleged	
defendant	and	the	Undersigned	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	in	the	act	of	
entering	a	plea	or	verdict	thereto,	and	therein,	does		thereby,	and	therein,	admit	to	the	
geniuses	of	said	alleged	“charging	document/instrument	(Indictment);	and	does	admit	to	the	
validity	of	the	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	cited	therein;	and	does	thereby	form	the	issue	for	trial	
which	would	not	exist	without	a	plea,	and	without	which	there	would	not	be	anything	before	
the	court	or	jury	for	trial.		
94.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	appears	within,	and	upon,	the	face	of	the	
record	of	the	alleged	court	of	record	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	the	nature	of	the	
statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	cited	within,	and	upon,	the	face	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	
alleged	charging	document/instrument	(Indictment),	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof,	
as	relied	upon	by	said	court	to	assume	its	jurisdicSon	in	the	case/cause	and	over	and	upon	the	
parSes	therein;	and	the	consequences	of	entering	a	plea,	as	established	supra	at	Proof	of	Claim	
No.	92	and	93,	were	not	disclosed	to	the	“named”	alleged	defendant		within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer	by	ANY	“officer”	of	said	court	and/	or	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents;	and	was	rather	acSvely	concealed	and	
hidden	from	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	and	the	Undersigned	by	said	“officers”;	and	such	
concealment	does	operate	to	consStute/establish	acts	of	fraud	upon	and	against	the	“named”	
alleged	defendant	and	the	Undersigned	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer.
95.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	proceedings	in	which	the	“named”	
alleged	defendant	and	the	Undersigned	were	subjected	to	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	
maVer,	were	in	equity/chancery	and/or	admiralty;	and	the	conflict	was	with	an	“un/non-
consStuSonal”	source	of	authority	for	the	existence	of	the	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	alleged/
charged	as	violated	within,	and	upon,	the	face	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest,	alleged	charging	
document/instrument	(Indictment),	and	alleged	affidavits	in	support	thereof.
96.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	courts	and	the	legal	system	today,	and	
specifically	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	cannot,	and	
do	not,	recognize	and	proceed	upon	common-law	crimes/offense,	and	therefore	acts,	which	are	
made	crimes/offenses,	are	made	so	by	statute,	or	rather	“Code.”
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97.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	all	crimes	are	commercial.	[See:	ConsStuSon	
for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819,	Art.	I,	§	8,	cl.	3	and	18;	accord	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	

MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	
foundaSon;	Title	27	CFR	§	72.11.]
98.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	lack/want	of	subject-maVer	jurisdicSon,	
and	all	other	facets	as	well,	can	stop	a	court,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	
the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	from	proceeding;	and	does	void	ALL	orders,	decisions,	
judgments,	and	the	like	of	said	court	as	it	cannot	be	waived,	may	be	asserted	at	anySme,	even	
arer	trial	for	the	first	Sme,	and	is	not	affected	by	NOR	negated	by	the	act	of	entering	a	plea,	not	
even	a	guilty	plea,	as	such	would	confess	nothing;	and	this	lack/want	of	subject-maVer	
jurisdicSon,	and	all	other	facets	as	well,	whether	ensuing	from	a	fatally	defecSve	alleged	
warrant	of	arrest	or	alleged	charging	document/instrument,	e.g.	an	Indictment	as	in	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer,	for	employing/using	and	ciSng	“unconsStuSonal	statute(s)/law(s)/
code(s),	or	“un/non-consStuSonal”	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	without	nexus	(relaSonship),	e.g.	
contract	or	otherwise,	established	and	exisSng	between	the	parSes,	does	effectuate	the	same	
result,	i.e.	the	judgment	is	VOID	and	a	complete	nullity	ab	iniSo,	unenforceable,	and	without	
binding	force,	affect	and	effect,	even	before	reversal.
99.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	other	State	Supreme	Courts	have	
held	these	so-called	“Revised	Codes,”	or	however	termed/styled,	not	to	be	the	law	of	their	
respecSve	states,	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	is	not	any	
different	from	these	other	so-called	“Revised	Codes”	and	is	not	the	law	of	the	United	States	of	
America,	State	of	...	and	Local	equivalents/instrumentaliSes.		
100.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	all	jurisdicSon	with,	and	of,	the	THE	UNITED	
STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	are	by	“contract”;	and	said	
contractual	constraints	are	binding	upon	ANY	and	ALL	courts	within	said	juridical	constructs,	
and	the	jurisdicSon	exercised	therein.
101.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“ExecuSve	Power”,	i.e.	the	
administraSve	branch	of	Government,	state	and	federal/naSonal,	as	created,	ordained,	and	
established	within	the	wriVen	document/instrument	for	its	existence,	is	limited	and	guided	by	
the	“law	of	the	land.”
102.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“law	of	the	land”	and	“due	process	of	
law”	do	have	the	same	meaning;	and	the	law	intended	by	the	ConsStuSon,	state	and	federal/
naSonal,	is	the	common-law.		
103.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“due	process	of	law”	clause	as	expressly	
wriVen	within	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819,	does	make	and	establish	
the	common-law	the	“law	of	the	land.”
104.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	common-law	is	the	foundaSon	of	“due	
process	of	law.”
105.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“due	process	of	law”	and	“the	law	of	the	
land”	does	declare	that	a	man	cannot	be	deprived	of	his	liberty,	or	property,	unless	by	the	
judgment	of	his	peers	or	the	law	of	the	land.
106.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“due	process	of	law”	and	what	consStutes	
the	same	is	not	determined	by	the	“LegislaSve	Power”	of	Government,	state	and/or	federal/
naSonal,	and	specifically	that	as	exercised	by	the	General	Assembly	of	the	present	exisSng		THE	
UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	within	
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and/or	through	its	statutes/codes/laws;	and	is	a	restraint	upon	the	legislaSve,	as	well	as	the	
execuSve	and	judicial	powers	of	Government.		
107.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	Congress	of	the	federal	
Government	is	not	free	to	make	any	process	it	deems	fit	as	consStuSng	“due	process	of	law,”	
the	General	Assembly	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	are	not	free	to	make	any	process	they	may	deem	fit	as	
consStuSng	due	process	of	law.
108.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	what	consStutes	“due	process	of	law”	is	to	
be	ascertained	by	an	examinaSon	of	the	seVled	usages	and	mode	of	proceeding	in	the	common	
and	statute	laws	of	England	before	the	immigraSon	of	The	People	to	this	land	and	adopSon	of	
any	ConsStuSon.	
109.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“due	process	of	law”	clause,	i.e.	the	
common-law	as	defined	herein	above,	does	govern	what	the	law	on	arrest	is	on	the	land,	and	
where	it	exists,	the	most	that	statutes	can	be,	and	specifically	as	contained	within	the	UNITED	
STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	is	declaratory	of	the	common-law;	and,	if	
there	is	no	direct	language	in	the	consStuSon	of	a	state,	and	specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	
bears	upon	said	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819,	direcSng	what	procedure	
or	process	is	to	be	followed,	the	common-law	made	the	“law	of	the	land”	through	the	due	
process	clause	of	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	is	to	be	the	“due	
process	of	law”	followed	and	enforced	within	the	states,	as	opposed	to	some	legislaSve	
statute(s)/code(s)	(validly	enacted	or	otherwise),	or	a	city	ordinance.
110.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	law	enforcement	officer,	however	such	
may	be	termed/styled,	who	does	not	abide	by	the	“law	of	the	land”,	i.e.	the	common-law	as	
adopted	through	the	due	process	clause	of	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819,	are	trespassers.
111.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that		in	maVers	relaSng	to,	and	bearing	upon,	
arrests,	fundamental	law,	i.e.	the	organic	law,	i.e.	the	ConsStuSon,	is		controlling	over	and	upon	
legislaSve	statutes,	and	specifically	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	
equivalents,	and	is	therefore	the	prevailing	law.
112.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“due	process	of	law”	by	which	a	man	may	
be	deprived	of	his	liberty,	and	property,	is	that	process	which	existed	at	common-law.	
113.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	cannot	be	arrested	upon	a	warrant	
without	“due	process	of	law.”	
114.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“due	process	of	law”	does	have	the	same	
meaning	throughout	America.
115.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	a	criminal	proceeding	where	an	arrest	is	
made	without	warrant,	an	invalid	warrant,	or	a	warrant	illegally/un-lawfully	executed,	the	
burden	is	upon	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and/or	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	
equivalents,	as	this	maVer	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	to	
jusSfy	the	arrest	upon	said	warrant,	or	lack	thereof,	and	subsequent	criminal	proceedings,	as	
one	not	violaSng	of	ConsStuSonal	provisions,	and	the	invalidity	of	the	arrest	will	render	any	
search	invalid	and	ALL	evidence	obtained	inadmissible.	
116.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	warrant	used/employed	by	an	arresSng	
officer	in	execuSng	said	arrest	must	be	in	said	officer’s	possession.	
117.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“possession”	of	a	warrant	of	arrest	by	the	
arresSng	officer	execuSng	said	warrant	does	mandate	it	must	be	in	the	hand	or	pocket	of	said	



www-scannedretina.com End the corruption - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress

All rights reserved - Without recourse - 29 of 94 - arnie@arnierosner.com - 714-964-4056

officer,	and	said	“possession”	does	mandate,	require,	and	establish	that	said	warrant	must	be	so	
nearby	as	to	show	it	upon	request	with	reasonable	promptness.		
118.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	an	offense	is	not	commiVed	in	the	
presence	of	an	officer,	as	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	in	making	an	arrest	for	said	
offense,	said	officer	does	need	to	have	the	warrant	for	arrest	in	his	actual	possession	if	the	
arrest	is	to	be	lawful.	
119.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	knowledge	of	the	issuance	and	existence	of	
a	warrant	of	arrest	by	the	party	named	therein	does	not	relax,	or	even	do	away	with,	the	
requirement	that	the	arresSng	officer	must	be	in	possession	of	the	warrant.	
120.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	warrant	of	arrest	must	be	shown	and	read	
to	a	man	allegedly	named	therein,	and	being	placed	under	arrest,	or	informed	of	being	under	
arrest,	if	requested	to	do	so.
121.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	failure	to	show	or	display	a	warrant	when	a	
warrant	for	an	arrest	allegedly	exists,	the	arrest	does	thereby,	and	therein,	become	un-lawful/
illegal.	
122.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	primary	reason	for	the	officer	to	have	
the	warrant	in	his	possession	when	making	an	arrest	under	the	warrant	is	so	that	it	can	be	
shown	to	the	one	arrested,	so	that	he	may	know	the	authority	by	which	he	is	being	deprived	of	
his	liberty.		
123.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	argument	that	officers	are	free	to	arrest	
because	there	is	a	warrant	“outstanding”	is	nullified	by	the	requirement	of	law	that	one	
arresSng	under	a	warrant	must	show	it	if	requested	to	do	so,	which	is	manifestly	impossible	
unless	the	arresSng	officer	has	the	warrant	in	his	possession	at	the	Sme	of	arrest.		
124.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	statute/code/law,	validly	enacted	or	
otherwise,	requiring	the	warrant	to	be	shown	upon	arrest,	and	specifically	within,	the	UNITED	
STATES	CODE,	Federal	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure,		Supplementary	Rules	of	Admiralty,	and	the	
Federal	Rules	of	Criminal	Procedure,	and	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	is	but	declaratory	
of	the	“due	process	of	law”	procedure(s)	that	must	be	followed	in	an	arrest;	and	therefore	a	
statute	requiring	a	warrant	to	be	shown	upon	arrest	is	not	needed,	and	where	such	a	statute	
exists,	it	is	merely	redundant	in	nature.
125.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	reason	for	the	duty	of	the	arresSng	
officer	execuSng	a	warrant	of	arrest	to	explain	the	cause,	for	which	the	warrant	issued,	to	the	
party	arrested	is	to	state	the	nature	and	substance	of	the	process	which	gives	the	arresSng	
officer	the	authority	which	he	professes	to	exercise;	and	if	it	is	demanded	of	the	arresSng	
officer,	to	produce	and	exhibit	it	to	the	arrested	party	for	his	perusal	that	he	may	have	no	
excuse	for	resistance.		
126.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	prima	facie	invalid	warrant	will	not	be,	
and	is	not,	regarded	as	any	warrant,	and	an	officer	aVempSng	to	execute	an	arrest	there	under	
of	the	party	named	therein	is	not	protected	by	it.	
127.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	both	a	proper	subject-maVer,	in	personam,	
poliScal,	geographical	and	other	jurisdicSon	are	necessary	and	essenSal	for	a	valid	warrant.
128.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	quesSon	of	jurisdicSon	can	be	raised	at	
any	Sme;	and	consent	and/or	waiver	cannot	confer	or	grant	jurisdicSon;	and	a	court,	and	
specifically	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	does	not	
have	any	authority	to	proceed	where	it	appears	from	the	record	that	it	has	no	authority	due	to	
an	insufficient	warrant	of	arrest.	
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129.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whenever	a	warrant	of	arrest	is	invalid	on	it	
face,	or	where	it	is	only	a	summons,	the	arresSng	officer,	or	officer	aVempSng	to	execute	
service	thereof,	upon	the	party	named	therein,	said	officer	is	liable	for	damages.	
130.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	requirements	of	what	a	warrant	of	
arrest	should	contain	does	depend	primarily	on	ConsStuSonal	mandates	and	common-law	
principles.
131.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	common-law	does	require	that	a	
warrant	of	arrest	be	issued	for	an	arrest	only	arer	a	formal	charge	is	made	under	oath;	and	an	
arrest	is	not	valid	if	not	based	upon	a	sworn	affidavit.	
132.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	warrant	of	arrest	does	require	the	
individual	review	of	a	neutral	judicial	officer,	i.e.	magistrate,	jusSce	of	the	peace,	or	judge	who	is	
learned	in	the	law	and	qualified	to	determine	if	probable	cause	exists	to	issue	said	warrant;	and	
does	require	the	signature	of	said	judicial	officer,	which	cannot	be	“rubber	stamped”	with	the	
judicial	officer’s	name	by	some	clerk	or	administraSve	employee;	and	such	a	pracSce	of	“rubber	
stamping”	the	judicial	officer’s	name	does	not	consStute	signature	of	said	officer,	and	is	
thereby,	and	therein,	VOID	and	invalid.		
133.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	warrant	is	regarded	as	insufficient	and	
thus	VOID	if,	on	its	face,	it	fails	to	state	facts	sufficient	to	consStute	a	crime.	
134.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	designaSon	or	descripSon	of	the	offense	
should	be	wriVen	in	the	warrant.		
135.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	inaccuracies	and	imperfecSons	do	
viSate	a	warrant	which	substanSally	charges	an	offense,	a	complaint	recited	in	substance	in	a	
warrant	and	which	is	verified	merely	on	informaSon	and	belief	and	does	not	thereby,	and	
therein,	state	facts	sufficient	to	consStute	an	offense,	said	warrant	must	be	held	to	be	invalid	on	
its	face.		
136.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	affidavit	that	merely	states	belief	in	the	
guilt	of	the	accused	is	insufficient	to	support	a	warrant	of	arrest.		
137.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	affidavit	which	is	based	upon	a	
presumpSon	or	belief	of	crime	does	not	give	jurisdicSon	to	the	court,	and	specifically	as	this	
maVer	relates	to	and	bears	upon	such	affidavit	and	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer,	to	issue	a	warrant,	and	a	law	enforcement	officer,	however	termed/
styled,	cannot	execute	a	warrant,	which	is	essenSally	LOCAL,	outside	their	jurisdicSon.		
138.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	officer(s)	execuSng	a	warrant	of	arrest	is	
bound	to	know	if	under	the	law,	the	warrant	is	defecSve,	and	not	fair	on	its	face;	and	he	is	liable	
as	a	trespasser	if	it	does	not	appear	on	its	face	to	be	a	lawful	warrant;	and	said	officer’s(s’)	
ignorance	is	not	an	excuse.		
139.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	following	are	the	basic	requisites	and	
essenSals	needed	to	make	a	warrant	of	arrest	valid:	1)	A	warrant	is	to	be	issued	by	a	judicial	
officer	and	signed	by	him;	2)	It	must	state	the	facts	that	show	the	maVer	to	be	within	the	
jurisdicSon	of	the	judicial	officer	issuing	it;	3)	It	cannot	be	based	upon	mere	belief	or	suspicion,	
but	upon	probable	cause;	4)	The	warrant	is	to	list	a	complaint	which	is	to	state	the	offenses	
commiVed	and	the	facts	that	consStute	a	crime;	5)	A	warrant	is	to	contain	an	affidavit	of	the	
person	making	the	charge	under	oath;	and	6)	It	must	truly	name	the	man	to	be	arrested,	or	
describe	him	sufficiently	to	idenSty	him.
140.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	commercial	law,	any	document	or	
instrument,	e.g.	inter	alia,	legal	briefs,	securiSes,	promissory	notes,	contracts,	and	affidavits	
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must	contain	seven	(7)	essenSal	elements	to	be	valid;	and	any	of	these	seven	(7)	essenSal	
elements	which	are	missing,	does	render	the	document	or	instrument	commercially	defecSve,	
void,	or	expressly	fraudulent.
141.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	these	seven	(7)	essenSal	elements	as	
applied	to	an	affidavit	in	support	of	a	warrant	of	arrest	or	a	charging	document/instrument,	are:	
1)	Accurate	idenSficaSon	of	the	parSes	to	the	document,	or	instrument,	or	dispute;	2)	Nature	
and	content	of	the	allegaSons	or	claims	set-forth	with	parScularity;	3)	Ledgering	-	accounSng	of	
the	remedy	or	relief	sought	as	recompense	or	compensaSon	for	specific	wrongs,	or	contractual	
violaSons,	or	defaults;	4)	Evidence	of	solvency	-	idenSficaSon	of	the	property	sought/pledged	as	
the	stakes	over	which	the	dispute	occurs,	to	be	forfeited	to	the	prevailing	party	to	pay	the	debt/
damage	and	saSsfy	the	judgment;	5)	Facts	and	law	-	specific	laws	violated	and	facts	in	evidence	
by	exhibit;	6)	CerSficaSon	-	statement	under	oath	by	party	asserSng	an	allegaSon	or	claim	that	
everything	asserted	is	“true,	correct,	and	complete,”	whether	criminal	or	civil;	and	7)	Witnesses	
-	third	party	cerSficaSon	substanSaSng	the	actual	lawful/legal	idenSty	of	the	party	execuSng	
the	document	or	instrument.

142.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	4xy	Amendment	to	the	ConsStuSon	for	
the	United	States	of	America	c1819	does	apply	to	arrests	made	and	executed	under	warrants	of	
arrest;	and	does	govern	and	regulate	how	such	warrants	are	to	issue;	and	does	make	the	
issuance	of	such	warrants	to	be	solely	upon	“probable	cause”	supported	by	Oath	or	affirmaSon	
absolutely	mandatory	and	essenSal	for	said	warrant	of	arrest	to	be	valid,	lawful,	and	in	
compliance	with	“due	process	of	law”	or	“the	law	of	the	land”,	i.e.	common-law	rules	and	
principles	established	and	present	in	this	land	before	the	adopSon	of	said	ConsStuSon,	as	
pracSced	and	administered	in	England	prior	to	the	immigraSon	of	The	People	to	this	land.		
143.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	an	arrest	is	made	and	executed	
without	a	warrant	of	arrest,	which	is	recognized	and	authorized	by	the	common-law	only	for	a	

select	and	specific	class	of	offenses,	and	therefore	outside	the	provisions	of	the	4xy	Amendment	
to	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819,	the	standards	of	“due	process	of	
law”	or	“the	law	of	the	land”,	i.e.	common-law	rules	and	principles,	must	be	applied	to	said	
arrest;	and	failure	to	apply	said	rules	and	principles	to	said	arrest	would,	and	does,	consStute	
and	establish	said	arrest	as	a	“False	Arrest,”	and	therefore	VOID.
144.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	Undersigned	has	never	seen	
the	original,	nor	been	presented	with	a	copy,	“cerSfied”	or	otherwise,	of	the	alleged	warrant	of	
arrest,	and	the	alleged	affidavit	in	support	thereof,	employed/used	within	the	above	referenced	
alleged	maVer	by	the	arresSng	officer(s),	and	therefore	has	no	reason	to	believe	a	valid,	lawful,	
and	properly	supported	warrant	of	arrest	which	truly	names/idenSfies/references	the	
Undersigned	exists;	that	such	a	warrant	of	arrest	for	the	Undersigned	does	not	exist;	and	is	not	
signed/authenScated	by	a	lawful	judicial	officer,	and	does	not	allege/charge	a	violaSon(s)	of	
validly	enacted	statute(s)/law(s);	and	therefore	does	not	establish/create	a	crime/offense	within	
the	jurisdicSon	of	the	judicial	officer	signatory	thereon;	and	does	not	create	all	facets	of	
jurisdicSon	for	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer;	and	the	
affidavit	in	support	thereof	does	not	comply	with	ALL	seven	(7)	points	of	a	seven	(7)	point	
document/instrument;	and	any	signature	of	a	judicial	officer	appearing	upon	the	face	of	the	
warrant	of	arrest	is/was	not,	at	the	Sme	of	affixing	his	signature	thereon,	and	thereto,	validly	
and	lawfully	holding	his	office,	having	perfected	Stle	thereto,	and	thereby	not	lawfully	in	
possession	and	use	of	the	“plenary	powers”	resident	therein,	and	not	containing	ALL	addiSonal	
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requisites	and	essenSals	as	set-forth	above	within	Proof	of	Claim	No.	139;	and	in	ALL	areas	is	
not	in	accordance	with	and	pursuant	to	rules	and	principles	as	established	and	ordained	by	the	
“due	process	of	law”	or	“the	law	of	the	land.”
145.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	without	a	valid	and	lawful	warrant	of	arrest	
being	in	existence	for	the	Undersigned	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	a	defense	
against	the	claim	of	“False	Arrest”	and	“False	Imprisonment”	does	not	exist	for	the	
Respondent(s).
146.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	law	does	set	such	a	high	value	upon	the	
liberty	of	a	man	that	even	an	aVempt	to	un-lawfully	arrest	said	man	is	esteemed	a	great	
provocaSon.		
147.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	arrest	may	be	made	without	any	physical	
force	or	touching	of	the	arrested	man	by	the	arresSng	officer.	
148.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	un-lawful	or	illegal	restraint	of	a	man’s	
personal	liberty	by	the	act	of	another,	and	specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	
arresSng	officer(s)	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	does	give	the	man	so	restrained	
a	cause	of	acSon	and	claim	for	false	arrest	and	false	imprisonment	resulSng	therefrom,	against	
the	one	causing	the	un-lawful	or	illegal	restraint;	and	ANY	restraint	executed	by	fear	or	force	is	
prima	facie	un-lawful.	
149.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	ALL	cases	of	arrest	in	which	there	is	no	
physical	touching	or	seizure,	NOR	any	resistance,	the	intenSons	of	the	parSes	to	the	transacSon	
are	to	be	considered,	i.e.	there	must	have	been	intent	on	the	part	of	one	of	them	to	arrest	or	
restrain	the	other,	and	intent	on	the	part	of	such	other	to	submit,	under	the	belief	and	
impression	that	submission	was	necessary.
150.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	restraint,	however	slight,	upon	a	man’s	
liberty	to	come	and	go	as	he	pleases,	does	consStute	an	arrest.		
151.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	when	a	man	has	shown	that	he	was	
arrested,	imprisoned,	or	restrained	of	his	liberty	by	another,	the	law	does	presume	it	to	be	un-
lawful	Sll	proven	otherwise.	
152.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	a	claim	of	false	arrest	and	false	
imprisonment	“good	faith”	on	the	part	of	the	arresSng/restraining	officer(s)/person(s)	is	not	a	
jusSficaSon	for	the	custody,	detenSon	or	imprisonment;	and	a	lack/want	of	“reasonable”	or	
“probable	cause,”	and	“malice”	are	essenSal	elements	of	the	acSon/claim,	and	are	therefore	
not	viable	and	acceptable	defenses	against	said	acSon/claim.		
153.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	an	un-lawful	arrest	and	
imprisonment	are	claimed	to	have	been	for	the	“public	good,”	such	a	defense	will	not	stop	
damages.		
154.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	belief	in	the	guilt	of	a	man,	no	maVer	how	
strong	or	well	founded	in	the	mind	of	an	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s),	is	a	not	jusSficaSon	
against	a	claim	of	false	arrest	and	false	imprisonment.		
155.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man’s	liberty	does	not	depend	upon	good	
faith	merely,	but	upon	legal	rules	governing	official	acSon.		
156.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	claims/acSons	of	false	arrest	and	false	
imprisonment,	the	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	can	avoid	liability	only	by	pleading	jusSficaSon	
for	the	arrest	and	all	other	arguments	must	necessarily	fail.		
157.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	guilt	of	a	man	arrested	does	not	have	
any	bearing	upon	the	legality	of	the	arrest.	
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158.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	even	where	a	man	has	plead	guilty,	the	
arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	can	sSll	be	liable	for	false	arrest,	and	therefore,	it	has	been	held	
that	consent	to	an	un-lawful	arrest	will	not	excuse	an	officer(s)/person(s)	from	his	acts,	and	the	
law	permits	such	a	claim	to	be	made.	
159.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	false,	or	un-lawful,	arrest	is	in	and	of	itself	
an	assault,	or	an	assault	and	baVery,	trespass,	or	a	graver	offense;	and	the	law	does	regard	such	
arrests	as	any	other	assault	which	may	be	resisted	by	the	assaulted;	and	the	officer(s)/person(s)	
making	the	arrest	is	regarded	as	a	personal	trespasser.		
160.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	can	resist	the	un-lawful	seizure	of	
personal	property	sought	or	forcefully	taken	without	warrant,	i.e.	a	warrant	outside,	and	foreign	
to,	the	“law	of	the	land”	or	“due	process	of	law”	without	nexus	(relaSonship)	thereto,	
contractually	or	otherwise,	or	a	warrant	invalid	on	its	face	and	not	in	compliance	with	

requirements	and	prohibiSons	of	the	4xy	Amendment	to	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	
of	Americac1819;	and	such	personal	property	does	include,	inter	alia,	fingerprints,	photographic	
images	of	the	man,	bodily	fluids,	D.N.A.,	R.N.A.,	exemplars,	and	the	like.		
161.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	law	that	allows	a	man	to	resist	an	un-
lawful	arrest	is	the	same	law	that	allows	a	man	to	repel	an	aVack	or	assault	upon	his	self;	and	
said	law	is	the	Law	of	self-defense	and	self-preservaSon,	which	is	a	man’s	unalienable	Right	to	in	
the	protecSon	of	his	life,	liberty,	and	property	from	un-lawful	aVack	or	harm;	and	such	Right	is	
recognized	and	secured	by	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819.		[See:	
ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	Preamble;	arScles	in	amendment	I,	II,	IV,	V,	
VI,	IX,	and	X]	[…in	pari	materia	to	all	other	state	consStuSons.]
162.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Supreme	Court	of	the	United	States	and	
every	other	court	in	the	past	deciding	upon	the	maVer,	has	recognized	that	at	common-law	a	
man	had	the	right	to	resist	the	illegal	aVempt	to	arrest	him;	and	it	has	been	held	that	a	man	can	
resist	any	arrest	where	he	has	reasonable	grounds	to	believe	that	the	officer(s)/person(s)	is	not	
acSng	in	good	faith;	and	that	by	submivng	to	arrest	and	being	disarmed	he	will,	by	reason	of	
this	fact,	be	in	danger	of	great	bodily	harm	or	of	losing	his	life.		
163.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	common-law	or	law	of	the	land,	does	
draw	certain	limitaSons	upon	how	and	when	an	arrest	can	be	made;	and	that	all	arrests	which	
are	to	be	lawful	must	necessarily	be	grounded	in	and	upon	such	principles;	and	one	such	
principle	is	that	an	arrest	must	be	founded	upon	probable	cause	of	guilt,	and	not	mere	
suspicion,	for	the	two	must	exist	together.
164.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word	“suspicion”	as	used	and	employed	
within	“Codes”	and	“Statutes”	today,	and	specifically	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	is	so	used	and	employed	to	authorize	arrests	
which	the	common-law	or	“the	law	of	the	land”	prohibits,	and	upon	defeat	of	said	cause,	to	
jusSfy	arrest	for	yet	some	other	non-related	cause	from	the	first;	in	short,	jusSficaSon	to	
conduct	a	mere	“hunSng	expediSon”	with	the	hope	of	“bagging”	some	“prize.”		
165.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	wisdom	of	the	ages,	which	brought	the	
law	on	arrests,	was,	and	is,	boldly	declared	in	the	Magna	Carta	which	states:	“No	one	shall	be	
arrested	or	imprisoned	but	by	the	law	of	the	land.”
166.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned,	as	well	as	any	man	today,	
was	not	arrested	upon,	and	under,	a	warrant	of	arrest	in	accordance	with,	and	pursuant	to,	rules	
and	principles	established	and	ordained	within,	under,	and	by	“the	law	of	the	land.”
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167.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	restricSve	principles	of	common-law,	
which	though	annoying	to	those	in	Government	in	their	aVempts	to	get	the	“crooks”	and	“bad	
guys,”	are	purposely	so	in	order	to	restrict	those	in	Government	and	make	them	follow	set	
procedures,	and	thereby,	make	it	difficult	for	those	in	Government	to	deprive	men	of	their	
Rights,	as	the	common-law	or	“law	of	the	land”	prescribes	that	in	order	to	safeguard	the	rights	
of	the	innocent,	the	guilty	must	on	occasion	go	free.		
168.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	common-law	recognizes	and	
authorizes	arrests	without	warrants	only	in	cases	where	the	public	security	requires	it,	such	
interests	are	confined	only	to	felonies	and	breaches	of	the	peace	commiVed	in	the	presence	of	
an	officer.		
169.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	a	fundamental	rule	of	procedure	well	
grounded	in	the	common-law,	that	where	an	arrest	is	made,	the	alleged	offender	is	to	be	taken	
before	a	magistrate	to	be	dealt	with	according	to	law.	
170.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	an	offender	is	to	be	taken	before	a	
magistrate	to	be	dealt	with	according	to	law	upon	arrest,	such	fundamental	rule	of	procedure	is	
to	be	observed	without	delay,	or	without	unnecessary	delay,	and	the	failure	in	the	observance	
of	said	procedural	rule	does	render	the	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	liable	for	false	
imprisonment.		
171.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	an	arrest	is	lawful,	a	failure	on	the	
part	of	the	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	in	observing	their	duty	to	take	the	arrested	man	before	
a	magistrate,	and	to	do	so	without	delay	or	unnecessary	delay,	will	be	regarded	as	false	
imprisonment.
172.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	fundamental	procedural	rule	of	taking	a	
man	upon	arrest	before	a	magistrate	without	delay,	or	unnecessary	delay,	is	the	“due	process	of	
law”	or	“the	law	of	the	land”	to	be	followed;	and	a	false	imprisonment	does	ensue	from	the	
arresSng	officer(s)	or	person(s)	dropping	off	said	man	to	a	jail	for	detenSon	and	custody	therein,	
as	said	officer(s)/person(s)	are	not	so	authorized	to	act	in	such	manner	under	the	law	of	the	
land.”		
173.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	only	reason	that	can	jusSfy	having	an	
arrested	man	in	jail	or	detained/custody	by	the	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	is	a	necessary	step	
in	bringing	the	man	before	a	magistrate;	and	therefore	the	detainment	of	said	man	in	a	jail,	
police	office,	staSon,	barracks,	and	the	like	for	purposes	of	“booking,”	“finger	prinSng,”	
“invesSgaSng,”	“interrogaSon,”	and	the	like	is	un-lawful	and	illegal.		
174.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	even	in	maVers	involving	the	most	severe/
serious	of	offenses,	as	in	felonies,	the	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	is		sSll	duty	bound/required	
to	bring	a	man	placed	under	arrest	before	the	nearest	magistrate	or	court	as	a	maVer	of	
fundamental	law	without	delay	or	unnecessary	delay;	and	said	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	is	
liable	for	false	imprisonment	if	he	arrests	with	the	intent	of	only	detaining,	or	if	his	
unreasonable	delay	causes	a	detainment,	thereby	failing	and/or	grossly	neglecSng	his	duty	and	
observance	thereof.		
175.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	a	man	is	arrested	and	taken	to	jail,	or	
police	staSon,	or	the	like,	and	detained	there	with	no	warrant	issued	before	the	arrest,	it	is	false	
imprisonment.		
176.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	to	take	an	arrested	man	to	a	jail,	police	
staSon,	or	the	like	to	be	detained	and	finger	printed,	measured,	photographed,	booked,	and	the	
like	before	said	man	is	ever	brought	before	a	magistrate	is	a	violaSon	of	his	Rights;	and	is	proof	



www-scannedretina.com End the corruption - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress

All rights reserved - Without recourse - 35 of 94 - arnie@arnierosner.com - 714-964-4056

of	the	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	intent	not	to	observe	his	duty	in	this	maVer	and	his	
disregard	of,	and	for,	his	duty	incumbent	upon	him	to	fulfill	and	observe.		
177.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	arrested	man’s	Right	to	be	promptly	
taken	to	a	judicial	officer	for	hearing/examinaSon,	and	the	duty	of	the	arresSng	officer(s)/
person(s)	to	protect	said	Right,	does	not	depend	upon	statute	law	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA	as	may	be	contained	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents.		
178.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	rule	of	law	requiring	an	arresSng	
officer(s)/person(s)	to	bring	the	arrested	man	before	a	magistrate,	or	judicial	officer	having	
jurisdicSon,	is	the	same	throughout	all	the	States	composing	the	American	compact;	and	cannot	
be	abrogated	by	statute	as	may	be	contained	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents;	and	said	rule	has	been	upheld	within	the	federal	courts;	and	is	prescribed	
within	said	courts	rules.		
179.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	is	guilty	of	
official	oppression	and	neglect	of	duty	when	they	willfully	detain	a	man	without	arraigning	him	
before	a	magistrate	within	a	reasonable	Sme.		
180.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	rule	of	law	requiring	that	an	arrested	
man	be	brought	without	delay,	or	unnecessary	delay,	directly	to	a	court	or	judicial	officer	having	
jurisdicSon	is	“due	process	of	law”	or	“the	law	of	the	land”,	and	as	such,	this	procedural	
requirement	cannot	be	abrogated	by	statute	as	may	be	contained	with	the	UNITED	STATES	
CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents.		
181.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	a	fundamental	rule	of	law	that	one	who	
abuses	an	authority	given	him	by	Law	does	become	a	trespasser	ab	iniSo,	i.e.	he	becomes	a	
wrongdoer	from	the	beginning	of	his	acSons.		
182.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	an	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	fails	
to	take	a	man	he	has	arrested	before	a	proper	judicial	officer,	or	where	said	officer(s)/person(s)	
causes	an	unreasonable	delay	in	doing	so,	or	having	failed	to	procure/obtain	a	proper/valid	
warrant	for	the	detenSon	of	the	arrested	man,	said	officer(s)/person(s)	does	become	a	
trespasser	ab	iniSo;	and	is	thereby	guilty	of	false	imprisonment;	and	such	failure	or	delay	in	his	
official	duty	does	render	said	arrest	un-lawful.		
183.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“Office	of	the	(President)	Judge”	is	
charged	with	the	administraSon	and	oversight	of	ALL	proceedings,	maVers,	cases,	and	the	like	
within	purview	of	the	whole	of	the	court,	past	and	present,	and	is	therefore	the	“Office	of	the	
Principal”	of,	and	over,	ALL	the	“Offices	of	a/the	judge”	acSng	in	their	capacity	as	agents	of	the	
principal;	and	the	same	is	true	for	the	“Office	of	the	United	States	AVorney”	and	“Office	of	the	
AVorney	General,”	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents.
184.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	when	an	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	fails	
to	perform	part	of	his	duty,	and	it	impinges	upon	the	Rights	of	a	man,	he	is	deemed	to	be	a	
trespasser	ab	iniSo	because	the	whole	of	his	jusSficaSon	fails,	and	he	stands	as	if	he	never	had	
any	authority	at	all	to	act.		
185.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	basis	of	this	well	established	procedural	
rule	of	law	in	taking	an	arrested	man	without	delay,	or	without	unnecessary	delay,	directly	
before	a	court	or	judicial	officer	having	jurisdicSon	is	to	avoid	having	the	liberty	of	the	arrested	
man	unjustly	dealt	with	by	extra-judicial	acts	of	execuSve	officers,	i.e.	law	enforcement	officers	
and	public	officers	however	termed/styled.		
186.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	arresSng	officers	are	“execuSve	officers.”
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187.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	detainment	of	a	man	upon	arrest	is	a	
judicial	quesSon;	and	a	judicial	officer	is	the	sole	authority	to	decide	if	there	are	grounds	for	
holding	the	man	arrested,	or	whether	he	must	be	further	examined	by	trial,	or	if	he	is	to	be	
bailed	and	released;	and	the	taking	of	said	man	to	a	jail	to	be	“booked”	without	first	honoring	
this	duty	is	un-lawful;	or	to	detain	said	man	to	enable	the	arresSng	officer(s)	to	make	a	further	
invesSgaSon	of	the	alleged/suspected	offense	against	said	man	is	also	un-lawful.		
188.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“execuSve	officers”	or	“clerks”	are	not	to	
determine	if	a	man	under	arrest	is	to	be	held	or	released	upon	bail;	and	are	not	to	fix	the	
amount	of	bail;	and	such	power	to	so	determine	is		judicial.		
189.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“execuSve	officers”,	i.e.	arresSng	officers,	
having	arrested	a	man	cannot	hold	said	man	in	order	to	complete	paperwork	or	make	out	
reports.		
190.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“good	faith”	does	not	jusSfy	an	
unreasonable	detenSon	and	deprivaSon	of	one’s	liberty	caused	by	a	failure	or	delay	in	bringing	
one	arrested	before	a	magistrate.		
191.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	a	common	pracSce	for	an	arresSng	
officer(s)	to	drop	a	man	they	have	arrested	off	at	a	police	staSon,	county	jail,	or	the	like	and	
leave	said	man	in	the	custody	of	others;	and	such	a	pracSce	does	not	thereby,	and	therein,	
relinquish	the	duty	of	the	arresSng	officer(s)	to	the	arrested	man;	and	said	officer(s)	cannot	
therefore	claim	excepSon	of	liability	when	the	others	to	whom	they	dropped	said	man	off	into	
the	custody	of	failed	to	fulfill	the	arresSng	officer’s(s’)	duty	and	take	said	man	without	delay,	or	
unnecessary	delay,	directly	before	a	proper/valid	judicial	officer	having	jurisdicSon,	as	the	
arresSng	officer(s)	are	responsible	for	the	arrested	man,	and	cannot	rely	on	others	to	perform	
their	duty.			
192.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	one	of	the	most	common	defenses	
raised	in	acSons/claims	of	false	imprisonment	involves	arguments	of	whether	the	delay	in	
bringing	one	to	a	court	was	reasonable	or	necessary,	such	does	depend	upon	the	circumstances	
of	the	parScular	case,	and	is	a	quesSon	for	the	jury.		
193.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	common-law	procedural	rule	for	“due	
process	of	the	law”	made	“the	law	of	the	land”	through	express	consStuSonal	provision(s)	is	
that	an	arresSng	officer(s)/person(s)	is	to	present	the	arrested	man	without	delay	to	a	
magistrate,	having	jurisdicSon,	and	said	procedural	rule	of	law	does	mean	no	delay	of	Sme	is	
allowed	which	is	not	incident	to	the	act	of	bringing	said	man	before	a	magistrate;	and	said	
common-law	procedural	rule	of	law	does	nullify	and	void	all	present	day	statutory	requirements	
of	twenty-four	(24)	hours,	thirty-six(36)	hours,	seventy-two(72)	hours,	or	however	many	hours/
days	said	statute	may	sSpulate	as	contained	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents,	which,	by	their	very	existence,	does	consStute	blatant	acts	of	tyranny	and	
declaraSons	thereof.
194.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	who	has	been	arrested	and	subjected	
to	procedures	known	as	“booking	procedures”	which	include,	inter	alia,	photographing,	
measuring,	finger	prinSng,	and	the	like	are	not	lawful,	and	are	not	necessary	to	detect	and	
arrest	a	man;	and	are	not	necessary	to	prevent	crime;	and	is	criminal	in	character;	and	does	
consStute	an	assault;	and,	everyone	concerned/parScipaSng	therein	is	liable	civilly	for	damages	
arising	from	the	injury	to,	and	upon,	said	man	subjected	to	said	procedures,	but	also	to	criminal	
prosecuSon	under	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	as	operaSng	
upon,	and	over,	ALL	voluntary	commercial	indentures	to	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,		
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STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	as	agents	of	said	Government.		
195.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	present	day	“statute”	which	may	be	
contained	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	which	
mandates	the	finger	prinSng	of	any	and	every	man	arrested,	a	pracSce	the	common-law	or	“the	
law	of	the	land”	permits	only	arer/upon	convicSon,	in	order	to	allow	a	man	to	be	admiVed	to	
bail,	or	for	any	other	purpose/excuse,	is	a	serious	invasion	upon	the	liberty	of	said	man;	and	
such	a	“statute”	is		unconsStuSonal	or	un/non-consStuSonal	without	nexus	of	relaSonship,	i.e.	
contract.		
196.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	is	not	any	right/authority	given	to	
Government,	and	specifically	the	Government	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	by	the	common-law	or	“the	law	of	the	land”	to	
take	fingerprints	prior	to	convicSon	within	a	criminal	proceeding.	
197.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	court	decisions	which	may	appear	to	
strike	down	the	common-law	or	“the	law	of	the	land”	principles	which	act	to	prohibit	finger	
prinSng,	measuring,	and	photographing	of	an	arrested	man	prior	to	convicSon	within	a	criminal	
proceeding	is	based	upon	principles	of	some	other	un/non-consStuSonal	source	of	law	
affording	the	court	the	ability	to	apply	the	doctrine	of	“ConsStuSonal	Avoidance”	to	the	issue	
through	said	court’s	taking	silent	judicial	noSce	of	some	contract,	real	or	presumed,	expressed	
or	implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed,	exisSng	between	the	parSes	to	the	issue	before	the	court,	
such	as	principles	of	equity	and/or	admiralty.
198.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	compulsory	taking	of	samples	of	an	
arrested	man’s	blood,	urine,	hair,	finger	prints,	exemplars,	and	the	like	is	an	un-lawful	taking	of	
said	man’s	property	without	“due	process	of	the	law”	and	compensaSon,	for	a	violaSon	of	said	
man’s	personal	privacy,	an	un-lawful	aVack	and	breach	of	said	man’s	right	not	to	be	compelled	
to	give	self-incriminaSng	evidence,	and	an	assault	and	baVery	upon	said	man.		
199.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	can	be	concluded	there	are	at	least	five	
(5)	reasons	why	the	acts	of	compulsory	finger	prinSng,	blood	tesSng,	measuring,	
photographing,	D.N.A./R.N.A.	extracSon,	exemplars,	and	the	like	are	un-lawful,	and	said	reasons	
are:	1)	They	are	an	invasion	of	a	man’s	right	of	privacy;	2)	Such	compels	evidence	to	be	used	as	
self-incriminaSng	evidence;	3)	Such	is	an	assault	and/or	baVery;	4)	Such	violates	“due	process	of	
the	law”	or	“the	law	of	the	land”	in	the	taking	of	a	man’s	property;	and,	5)	prohibits	bail	when	
refused	(if	refusal	is	possible),	and	thereby	infringes	on	one’s	liberty.
200.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	court	decisions	which	may	appear	to	
have	struck	down	the	common-law	or	“the	law	of	the	land”	principles	which	act	to	prohibit	the	
compulsory	taking	of	samples	of	an	arrested	man’s	blood,	urine,	hair,	D.N.A./R.N.A.,	exemplars,	
and	the	like	upon	arrest,	during	any	proceeding	within	the	prosecuSon,	or	any	process	of	
“evidence	collecSon”,	and	any	“statutes”	as	may	appear	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	authorizing	such,	is	based	upon	principles	of	some	other	un/non-
consStuSonal	source	of	law	affording	the	court	the	ability	to	apply	the	doctrine	of	
“ConsStuSonal	Avoidance”	to	the	issue	through	said	court’s	taking	silent	judicial	noSce	of	some	
contract,	real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed,	exisSng	between	the	
parSes	to	the	issue	before	the	court,	such	as	principles	of	equity	and/or	admiralty.
201.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	d.b.a.	as	Magistrate,	JusSce	of	the	
Peace,	or	Judicial	Officer,	in	order	to	be	validly	in	possession	and	use	of	the	“plenary	powers”	
resident	within	his	“office,”	must		have	“perfected	Stle”	to	said	“office”;	and,	said	perfecSon	is	
accomplished	through	valid	and	Lawful	Oath	of	office	and	bond	thereon.
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202.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	failure	of	a	man	d.b.a.	as	Magistrate,	
JusSce	of	the	Peace,	or	Judicial	Officer,	in	“perfecSng	Stle”	to	his	“office”	as	set-forth	above,	is	
operaSng	under	a	serious/severe	disability	of	capacity	acSng	to	bar	his	lawful	access	to	said	
“office,”	possession	and	use	of	the	“plenary	powers”	resident	within	said	“office”;	and	due	to	his	
disability,	said	“office”	is		vacant;	and	therefore	does	render	ALL	acts	performed	by	said	man	
under	said	disability	VOID;	and	does	render	said	man	for	ALL	acts	performed	while	under	said	
disability,	guilty	of,	inter	alia,	false	personaSon,	false	pretenses,	usurpaSon,	fraud, 	official	
oppression,	fraudulent	and	decepSve	business	pracSces,	and	trespass	ab	iniSo,	and	thereby,	
and	therein,	does	render	said	man	liable	for	damages	arising	from	all	injuries	he	caused,	
subjected	to,	and	inflicted	upon	the	arrested	man	brought	before	him.
203.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	arrested	man	brought	before	a	man	
d.b.a.	as	Magistrate,	JusSce	of	the	Peace,	or	Judicial	Officer,	which	operaSng/funcSoning	under	
a	disability	of	“office”	through	his	failure	to	“perfect	Stle”	thereto	and	lawfully	possess	and	use	
the	“plenary	powers”	resident	therein,	does	not	fulfill	the	well	established	and	seVled	
fundamental	procedural	rule	of	law	established	as	“due	process	of	the	law”	ordained	through	
“the	law	of	the	land”	by	express	consStuSonal	provision	therein;	and	a	man	under	arrest	
brought	before	such	a	magistrate,	jusSce	of	the	peace,	or	judicial	officer	does	consStute	and	
establish	an	unreasonable,	unnecessary,	and	willful	delay;	and	does	consStute	and	establish,	
inter	alia,	failure	of	process,	official	oppression,	gross	negligence,	and	false	imprisonment.
204.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer	was	not	brought	before	a	Magistrate,	JusSce	of	the	Peace,	or	Judicial	
officer	having	“perfected	Stle”	to	said	“office”	through	a	valid	Oath	and	bond	thereon,	and	
therefore	was	not	exercising/employing	the	“plenary	powers”	resident	within	said	“office”	un-
lawfully;	and	was	acSng	under	color-of-law,	false	pretenses,	false	personaSon,	fraudulent	and	
decepSve	business	pracSces,	fraud,	official	oppression;	and	said	“office”	was		vacant;	and	said	
warrant	of	arrest	and	writ	of	detainment	was	not	obtained/procured	from	a	Magistrate,	JusSce	
of	the	Peace,	or	Judicial	Officer	having	lawfully	“perfected	Stle”	to	his	“office”.
205.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	ALL	acts	of	the	magistrate,	jusSce	of	the	
peace,	and	or	judicial	officer(s)	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	as	they	relate	to	and	
bear	upon	the	Undersigned	therein,	for	reasons	that	have	been	set-forth	already,	are	VOID	ab	
iniSo	thereby,	and	therein,	establishing	and	consStuSng	the	enSre	alleged	maVer	as	referenced	
above	VOID	ab	iniSo	along	with	the	un-lawful	or	false	imprisonment	of	the	Undersigned	therein	
to	date.
206.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	in	many	of	the	older	court	cases	
we	find	the	declaraSon:	“The	law	is	very	jealous	of	the	liberty	of	the	ciSzen,”	said	law	is	the	
common-law;	and	it	does	declare	that,	“One	who	interferes	with	another’s	liberty	does	so	at	his	
peril.”	
207.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	false	imprisonment	does	consist	of	any	type	
of	un-lawful	restraint	or	interference	with	the	personal	liberty	of	a	man,	and	is	a	trespass.		
208.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	false	imprisonment	is	classified	as	a	tort	
under	the	common-law,	and	also	as	a	crime.		
209.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	false	imprisonment	has	been	labeled	as	a	
tort,	a	trespass,	an	assault,	a	wrong,	damage,	and	an	injury	giving	the	man	so	affected	cause	to	
bring	process	for	relief	and	remedy	against	the	offending	man/party.
210.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	injuries	to	the	liberty	of	a	man	are	
principally	termed	“false	imprisonments”	or	“malicious	prosecuSons.”		
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211.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	actual	seizure	or	the	laying	on	of	hands	is	
not	necessary	to	consStute	un-lawful	detenSon;	and	the	ONLY	essenSal	elements	of	an	acSon	
for	un-lawful	detenSon	are	1)	DetenSon	or	restraint	against	one’s	will,	and	2)	The	un-lawfulness	
of	such	detenSon	or	restraint.		
212.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“false	imprisonment”	is	akin	to	assault	and	
baVery	imposed	by	force	or	threats	affecSng	an	un-lawful	restraint	upon	a	man’s	liberty.		
213.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	and	every	confinement	of	a	man	is	an	
imprisonment.		
214.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	term/word	“false”	as	used	and	
employed	in	law	does	come	from	the	common-law;	and	is	synonymous	with	“un-lawful”;	and	a	
false	arrest	is	one	means	of	commivng	a	false	imprisonment.		
215.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	false	imprisonment	does	exist	by	words	or	
acts,	or	both,	which	one	fears	to	disregard,	and	also	does	exist	by	such	acts	and	measures	that	
he	cannot	disregard.		
216.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	un-lawful	arrest	and	detenSon	of	a	man	
without	lawful	authority	is	one	manner	in	which	the	category	of	those	torts	that	un-lawfully	
deprive	or	interfere	with	the	liberty	of	a	man	termed	“false	imprisonment”	is	commiVed.		
217.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“false	imprisonment”	is	effectuated	by	the	
un-lawful	arrest	or	detenSon	of	a	man	without	warrant,	or	by	an	illegal	warrant,	or	a	warrant	
illegally	executed.		
218.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	tort,	or	wrong,	of	“false	imprisonment”	
does	occur	the	instant	that	a	man	is	restrained	in	the	exercise	of	his	liberty;	and	there	is	not	a	
reasonable	length	of	Sme	for	a	restraint	before	the	tort	can	be	claimed.		
219.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	wronged	by	“false	imprisonment”	is	
enStled	to	recover	damages	for	ALL	the	natural	and	probable	consequences	thereof	for	the	
whole	of	the	Sme	he	was	un-lawfully/falsely	imprisoned.		
220.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	false	imprisonment	does	include	an	assault	
and	baVery;	and	does	always,	at	least,	include	a	technical	assault.		
221.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	law	does	specify	or	divide	damages	
arising	from	torts	for	injury	into	two	(2)	types	or	classes,	and	those	two	(2)	types	or	classes	are	
“actual	damages”	and	“puniSve	damages.”
222.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“actual	damages”	are	compensaSon	for	the	
injury	as	would	follow	the	nature	and	character	of	the	act	which	would	include,	inter	alia,	pain	
and	suffering,	physical	discomfort,	sense	of	shame,	wrong,	and	outrage;	and	such	damages	are	
also	termed	“compensatory	damages”	as	they	compensate	the	injured	man	for	the	actual	
injuries	sustained,	and	no	more.
223.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“puniSve	damages”	are	those	that	grow	out	
of	the	wantonness	or	atrocity,	or	aggravated	thereby,	of	the	act	resulSng	in	the	injuries	and	
sufferings	that	were	intended,	or	occurred	through	malice,	carelessness	or	negligence	
amounSng	to	a	wrong	so	reckless	and	wanton	as	to	be	without	excuse;	and	such	damages	are	
also	termed	“exemplary	damages.”		
224.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	anyone	who	assists	or	parScipates	in	an	un-
lawful	arrest	and	or	un-lawful	imprisonment,	e.g.	Magistrate,	JusSce	of	the	Peace,	Judge,	United	
States	AVorney	(or	Assistant),	Defense	AVorney,	United	States	AVorney	General,	County	Prison	
Superintendent,	Secretary	of	CorrecSons,	Director	of	Federal	Bureau	of	Prisons,	Warden	and/or	
Superintendent	of	the	warehousing	CorrecSonal	InsStuSon,	clerk,	and	CITY,	COUNTY,	STATE,	
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FEDERAL/NATIONAL	GOVERNMENT	equivalents	and	the	like,	is	equally	liable	for	the	damages	
arising	from	the	injuries	caused	by	said	acts.		
225.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“actual”	or	“compensatory	damages”	in	
acSons/claims	for	false	arrest/false	imprisonment	have	been	established	at	25,000	dollars	per	
twenty-three	(23)	minutes,	1,600,000	million	dollars	per	day;	and	puniSve	damages	may	be	set	
by	the	injured	party,	and	specifically	the	Undersigned	as	the	injured	party	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer.		
226.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	Trezevant	v.	City	of	Tampa	can	be	uSlized	by	
the	Undersigned	in	determining	actual/compensatory	damages	should	Respondent(s)	agree	the	
Undersigned	has	been	falsely	imprisoned	and	the	Respondent(s)	cannot	provide	any	valid,	
lawful,	and	reasonable	objecSon	as	to	why	it	should	not,	or	cannot,	be	so	uSlized	and	applied	in	
this	maVer.
227.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	disSncSon	between	false	imprisonment	
and	malicious	prosecuSon	is	the	right	in	the	former,	which	is	even	a	guilty	man	has	to	be	
protected	against	any	un-lawful	restraint	of	his	personal	liberty,	and	in	the	laVer,	the	right	of	an	
innocent	man	to	be	compensated	in	damages	for	an	injury	he	may	sustain	when	a	groundless	
charge	is	brought	against	him,	even	though	such	charge	may	be	presented	and	prosecuted	in	
accordance	with	the	strictest	forms	of	law.		
228.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	aspects	of	malicious	prosecuSon	in	a	
maVer	involving	false	imprisonment	can	be	used	in	determining	puniSve	damages	in	a	false	
imprisonment	acSon/claim.
229.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	want	of	authority	is	an	essenSal	
element	in	an	acSon/claim	for	false	imprisonment,	and	malice	and	want	of	probable	cause	are	
the	essenSal	elements	in	an	acSon/claim	for	malicious	prosecuSon.		
230.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	defense	for/against	an	acSon/claim	of	
false	imprisonment	is	limited	to	showing	that	the	arrest	was	pursuant	to	law,	and	the	one	
arresSng	had	lawful	authority	to	so	act,	thus,	a	valid	defense	against	an	acSon/claim	of	false	
imprisonment	is	one	asserSng	the	legality	and	lawfulness	of	the	arrest.		
231.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	arrest	of	the	Undersigned	in	the	above	
reference	alleged	maVer	was	not	for	a	lawful	cause,	i.e.	for	a	crime/public	offense	created	and	
established	by	validly	enacted	statute/law	originaSng	from	the	sole	legislaSve	power/authority	
as	created	by	express	ConsStuSonal	provisions	clearly	idenSfied	as	such	upon	its	face	and	
properly,	validly,	and	lawfully	promulgated/published;	and	was	in	a	legal	and	lawful	manner,	i.e.	
pursuant	to	“due	process	of	the	law”	as	ordained	by	“the	law	of	the	land”	through	express	
consStuSonal	provisions;	and	executed	by	those	with	lawful	authority,	i.e.	lawfully	holding/
occupying	their	“office”	and	thereby	in	lawful	possession	and	use	of	the	“powers”	resident	
therein.		
232.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	due	to	the	high	regards	placed	upon	liberty	
by	the	law,	ALL	imprisonments	are	deemed	un-lawful	unSl	the	contrary	is	shown;	and	a	defense	
based	upon	the	one	who	was	arrested	must	prove	the	arrest/imprisonment	was	un-lawful	in	
order	to	prevail	in	any	process	for	relief	and	remedy	cannot	be	used.		
233.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	only	thing	a	man	who	has	been	arrested	
and	imprisoned	needs	to	claim	and	to	prove	is	one	of	two	(2)	things,	which	are:	1)	The	
defendant	made	an	arrest	or	imprisonment,	or	2)	the	defendant	affirmaSvely	insSgated,	
encouraged,	incited,	or	caused	the	arrest	or	imprisonment.		
234.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	has	up	to	this	point	within	
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this	CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	for	Proof	of	Claim	established	his	arrest	and	
imprisonment	at	the	hands,	and	by	the	acts,	of	ALL	parSes	parScipaSng	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer,	and	the	un-lawful/false	nature	of	said	arrest	and	imprisonment	
within	said	alleged	maVer.
235.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	should	the	Respondent(s)	agree,	expressly	
or	through	tacit	acquiescence,	with	the	facts	contained	within	this	CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	
Value	for	Proof	of	Claim	they	are	bound	by	their	duty	to	correct	this	maVer	and	provide	relief	
and	remedy	to	the	Undersigned	in	this	maVer	without	delay,	i.e.	releasing	the	Undersigned,	
Undersigned’s	corpus	and	person,	along	with	ALL	property	of	the	Undersigned’s	from	the	bonds	
of	false	imprisonment	and	restore	the	Undersigned	to	a	state	of	liberty	(freedom	of	
locomoSon),	full	compensaSon	as	invoiced	by	noSce,	and	completely	expunging	this	maVer	
from	ALL	Criminal	Records,	data	bases,	files,	and	the	like	no	maVer	how	stored.
236.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	failure	of	Respondent(s)	in	exercising	
their	duty	in	this	maVer	as	set-forth	above,	does	thereby,	and	therein,	act	to	make	
Respondent(s)	liable	for	the	false	arrest	and	false	imprisonment	of	the	Undersigned	resulSng	
from	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	jointly	and	severally.
237.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	has	been	held	and	well	established	in	law	
that	in	false	imprisonment	processes	for	relief	and	remedy	the	defendant,	in	order	to	escape	
liability,	must	prove	that	he	did	not	imprison	the	man,	or	he	must	jusSfy	the	imprisonment,	or	
stated	another	way,	the	burden	is	upon	the	defendant	to	show	that	the	arrest	was	by	authority	
of	law.		
238.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	cases	of	false	imprisonment,	the	only	
essenSal	elements	of	the	acSon/claim	for	relief	and	remedy	are	detenSon	and	its	un-
lawfulness,	and	that	malice	and	the	want	of	probable	cause	does	not	need	to	be	shown,	or	are	
not	necessary	to	a	proper	cause	of	acSon	for	false	imprisonment.		
239.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	un-lawful	detenSon	or	imprisonment	does	
not	become	lawful	because	it	was	out	of	ignorance	of	the	law.		
240.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	a	magistrate,	JusSce	of	the	Peace,	
Judge,	AVorney	(ProsecuSng/Defense),	and	arresSng	officers	are	ALL	schooled,	trained,	and	
“licensed”	to	pracSce	law,	some	more	than	others,	and	specifically	as	this	maVer	relates	to	and	
bears	upon	said	parSes	acSng	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	and	therefore	have	
superior	knowledge	of	the	law,	said	parSes,	and	the	Respondent(s),	are	not	capable	or	jusSfied	
in	claiming	ignorance	of	the	lawfulness	and	legality	of	the	arrest	of	the	Undersigned	and	
subsequent	imprisonment	resulSng	therefrom	within	said	alleged	maVer;	and	such	an	asserSon	
would	thereby,	and	therein,	operate	to	consStute	said	parSes,	and	the	Respondent(s),	as	
unqualified	and	or	unfit	to	pracSce	law,	and	at	the	very	least,	in	need	of	addiSonal	schooling/
training.
241.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	an	acSon	for	false	imprisonment,	a	
record	of	convicSon	for	the	same	offense	for	which	the	arrest	was	made	is	not	admissible.		
242.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	an	acSon/process	for	relief	and	remedy	
from	false	imprisonment	such	is	to	be	based	solely	upon	the	legality	of	the	arrest,	and	is	not	to	
be	based	upon	the	filing	of	some	complaint,	or	the	proof	of	an	alleged	crime,	or	the	results	of	
some	trial.		
243.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	argument	of	“official	immunity”	is	not	a	
valid	defense	for	public/Government	agents	when	proceeded	against	for	their	own	torts	in	an	
acSon/process	for	relief	and	remedy	from	a	false	imprisonment	claim.	
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244.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	under	the	“doctrine	of	immunity”	there	
have	been	disSncSons	made	between	acts	that	are	“discreSonary	duSes”	which	one	in	the	
performance	thereof	is	immune	within,	and	acts	which	are”	ministerial	duSes”	which	one	in	the	
performance	thereof	is	liable	for.
245.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“law	enforcement	officer’s”	official	duty	is	
described	as	“ministerial,”	when	it	is	absolute,	certain,	and	imperaSve,	involving	merely	
execuSon	of	a	specific	duty	arising	from	fixed	and	designated	facts;	and,	the	same	can	be	said	of	
the	official	duty	of	a	Magistrate,	JusSce	of	the	Peace,	Judge,	United	States	AVorney	(or	
Assistant),	and	an	AVorney	General,	and	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes.
246.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	act	of	arresSng	a	man	by	a	law	
enforcement	officer,	however	termed/styled,	is	a	ministerial	act,	and	is	not	a	discreSonary	act.
247.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“due	process	of	the	law”	argument	in	
false	imprisonment	maVers	will	nullify	the	statutes,	rules,	regulaSons,	ordinances,	and	the	like	
as	may	be	contained	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	EQUIVALENTS/
INSTRUMENTALITIES,	and	elsewhere	that	are	contrary	to	the	common-law	rule	on	arrest;	and	a	
legislaSve	act	cannot	abrogate	what	is	“the	law	of	the	land.”		
248.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	confined	by	virtue	of	a	void	warrant,	
and	thereupon	imprisoned,	is	falsely	imprisoned;	and	the	complainant,	the	prosecuSng	
aVorney,	Magistrate,	JusSce	of	the	Peace,	and	or	Judge,	who	ordered	said	man	to	be	
commiVed,	along	with	the	arresSng	officer	who	executed	said	void	warrant,	the	jailer/warden/
superintendent	and	the	like	are	all	liable	for	false	imprisonment.		
249.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	
America	c1819,	as	the	express	document/instrument	for	the	Government	of	the	Original	
JurisdicSon,	does	reference	genuine	law.
250.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	is	a	difference	between	what	is	lawful	
and	what	is	“legal”	as	such	term/word	is	employed/used	by	the	present	day	civil	authoriSes	and	
their	courts.
251.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	lawful	does	mean	in	accordance	with	“the	
law	of	the	land”,	according	to	the	law,	permiVed,	sancSoned,	or	jusSfied	by	law;	and	is	dealing	
with	the	spirit,	i.e.	the	substance,	content,	object	of	law;	and	does	properly	imply	a	thing	
conformable	to	or	enjoined	by	law.
252.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“legal”	does	pertain	to	the	understanding,	
the	exposiSon,	the	administraSon,	the	science,	and	the	pracSce	of	law,	as	the	legal	profession,	
legal	advice,	legal	blanks,	newspaper,	and	the	like.
253.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“legal”	does		mean	implied	or	imputed	in	
law,	and	is	opposed	to	actual,	i.e.	express,	what	is	real,	substanSal,	exisSng	presently	in	act,	
valid	objecSve	existence	as	opposed	to	that	which	is	merely	theoreScal	or	possible.
254.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“legal”	does	look	more	to	the	“leVer”	of	the	
law,	i.e.	form,	appearance,	and	shadow	of	the	law.
255.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“legal”	is	more	appropriate	for	conformity	
with	posiSve	rules	of	law,	and	lawful	is	more	appropriate	for	accord	with	ethical	principles.
256.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“legal”	does	import	rather	the	forms	
(appearances)	of	law	are	observed,	that	the	proceeding	is	correct	in	method,	and	rules	
prescribed	(dictated)	have	been	obeyed.
257.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	lawful	does	import	that	the	right	is	actual	in	
substance,	and	that	moral	quality	is	secured.



www-scannedretina.com End the corruption - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress

All rights reserved - Without recourse - 43 of 94 - arnie@arnierosner.com - 714-964-4056

258.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“legal”	is	the	anSthesis	of	equitable,	and	is	
the	equivalent	of	“construcSve”,	i.e.	that	which	has	not	the	character	assigned	to	it	in	its	own	
essenSal	nature,	but	acquires	such	character	in	consequence	of	the	way	in	which	it	is	regarded	
by	a	rule	or	policy	of	law;	hence,	inferred,	implied,	made	out	by	“legal”	interpretaSon.
259.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	writ	or	warrant	of	arrest	issuing	from	any	
court,	and	specifically	the	alleged	court	of	record	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	
under	“color-of-law”	is	a	“legal”	process	and	defecSve.
260.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“legal”	maVers	do	administrate,	conform	to,	
and	follow	rules;	and	is	not	equitable	in	nature;	and	is	implied,	i.e.	presumed,	rather	than	
actual,	i.e.	express.
261.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“legal”	process	can	be	defecSve	in	law,	
and	the	“legal”	process	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	defecSve	in	law.
262.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	to	be	“legal,”	a	maVer	does	not	follow	the	
law,	and	is	not	required	to	follow	the	law,	and	does	not	conform	to	and	follow	the	rules	or	forms	
of	law.
263.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	lawful	maVers	are	ethically	enjoined	in	“the	
law	of	the	land”,	the	law	of	the	People;	and	are	actual	in	nature,	they	are	not	implied.
264.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	proper	and	truthful	definiSon	and	
meaning	of	the	term/word	“legal”	is	“color-of--law”,	i.e.	the	appearance	or	semblance	of	law,	
without	the	substance,	or	right.		
265.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“colorable”	does	mean	that	which	is	in	
appearance	only,	and	not	in	reality,	what	it	purports	to	be,	i.e.	counterfeit,	feigned,	having	the	
appearance	only	of	truth.		
266.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“statutory	jurisdicSon”	is	a	“colorable”	
jurisdicSon,	created	to	enforce	colorable	contracts;	and	is	legislaSve	and	administraSve	rather	
than	judicial	in	nature;	and	does	operate/funcSon/exist	to	enforce	commercial	agreements	
based	upon	“implied	consent”	rather	than	contracts	under	the	common	law	or	“the	law	of	the	
land.”
267.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“public	policy”	does	equal	Government	
policy;	which	does	equal	corporate	policy;	which	does	equal	commerce;	which	does	equal	
Federal	Reserve	re-insurance	policy;	which	does	equal	public	credit/debt;	which	does	equal	
commercial	transacSons	of	private	enterprise;	which	does	equal	non-substance	re-insurance	
script	(Federal	Reserve	Notes	[a	note	being	evidence	of	debt]);	which	does	funcSon	as	
“money”	(currency)	in	a	“colorable”	equity/admiralty/mariSme	jurisdicSon.
268.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	copyright	symbol	employed/used	in	the	
publicaSon	of	wriVen	or	recorded	maVer	does	act/operate	to	give	NOTICE	that	said	printed/
recorded	maVer	is	the	private	intellectual	property		(out	of	the	public	domain)	of	the	copyright	
owner.
269.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	copyright	symbol	employed/used	in	
publicaSon	of	“statute/law”	books	(“Codes”)	as	specifically	employed/used	in	the	printed	
publicaSon	of	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	

THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933		and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	
authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,		does	act/operate	to	give	NOTICE	to	all	that	the	contents	
therein	is	the	private	intellectual	property	of	the	copyright	owner,	and	out	of	the	public	domain.
270.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“statute/law”	book	(“Code”)	placed	under	
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copyright	such	as	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	

specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	
alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	is	by	virtue	and	operaSon	of	said	copyright	factually,	
substanSally,	and	truthfully	“private	law”	in	support	of	a	“private	right”	belonging	to	the	
copyright	owner.
271.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Maxim	of	Law:	Ignorance	of	the	law	is	
no	excuse	does	not	apply	to	“private	law”	in	support	of	a	“private	right”;	and	that	any	man,	and	
specifically	the	Undersigned	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	above	referenced	alleged	
maVer,	does	not	have	any	duty,	obligaSon,	or	compelling	need	to	know	the	“private	law”	in	
support	of	a	“private	right”	of	any	man	or	person.		
272.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	genuine,	actual,	true	law	of	the	People	
cannot	be	copyrighted.
273.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	true	public	document	of	a	de	jure	and	
de	facto	State	or	NaSon	has	not	been,	and	cannot	be	under	copyright,	and	as	such	are	in	the	
public	domain.
274.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	ALL	“statute/law”	books	(“Codes”)	
of	the	federal	and	state	Governments	are	copyrighted,	a	man	pracScing	law	would	require	a	
“leVers	patent”	to	pracSce	said	law	within	the	present	day	courts;	and	said	right	to	pracSce	law	
is	a	“property	right”	exisSng	by	virtue	of	“leVers	patent”;	and	said	patent	is	the	so-called	
“license”	an	aVorney	holds	out	as	possessing	to	would	be	clients;	and	without	said	patent,	said	
man,	would	be	doing	that	which	would	otherwise	be	illegal,	a	trespass,	or	a	tort.		
275.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	West	Publishing	Company	holds	
out	its	firm	as	the	copyright	owner,	the	fact	that	said	company	is	owned	by	The	Thompson	
Group,	LLC,	LTD	a	publishing	interest	of	The	Crown,	does	thereby,	and	therein,	consStute	and	
establish	said	“statute/law”	books	(“Codes”)	known	as	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	
…	equivalents,	foreign	owned	“private	law”	in	support	of	a	“private	right”	of	the	actual	
copyright	owner,	i.e.	The	Crown.		NOTE:	The	Thompson	Group	owns,	inter	alia,	West	Publishing	
Company,	Barclays	West	Group,	Bancror	Whitney,	Clark	Bordman,	Callaghan,	Legal	SolicSas,	
RuVer	Group,	Warren,	Gorham	&	Lamont,	Lawyers	Co-op,	Reed	Elsevier	owns,	inter	alia,	Lexis,	
Deering	Codes,	rendering	all	such	published	“law”	private,	non-public	domain,	property	of	The	
Crown.
276.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“court	of	record”	is	a	judicial	tribunal	
having	aVributes	and	exercising	funcSons	independently	of	the	“person”	of	the	Magistrate	
designated	generally	to	hold	it;	and	does	proceed	according	to	the	course	of	common	law;	and	
its	acts	and	proceedings	are	“enrolled”,	i.e.	to	register,	to	make	a	record,	to	enter	on	the	rolls	of	
a	court,	to	transcribe,	for	a	“perpetual”	memorial.		
277.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“court	of	record”	is	the	ONLY	court	that	
possesses	the	power	to	fine	or	imprison;	and	“courts	not	of	record”	do	not	possess	the	power	
to	fine	or	imprison.		
278.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“de	facto	court”	is	a	court	established,	
organized,	and	exercising	its	judicial	funcSons	under	authority	of	a	“statute”	apparently	valid,	
but	which	is	in	fact	unconsStuSonal	and	arerward	so	adjudged;	and	is	a	court,	which	is	
established	and	acSng	under	the	authority	of	a	“de	facto	Government.”		
279.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	if	a	court	is	not	a	“court	of	record”	it	does	
not	have	any	power	to	fix	and	establish	a	“penalty”,	i.e.	a	punishment	established	by	law	or	
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authority	for	a	criminal/public	offense;	and	does	not	thereby,	and	therein,	create	any	
“penological	interest”	for	others	to	claim,	e.g.	State	and	Federal	CorrecSonal	InsStuSons.
280.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“prison,”	and	“penitenSary”	are	used	
synonymously.		
281.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“prison”	or	‘penitenSary”	is	a	place	of	
confinement	of	men	for	the	purpose	of	“punishment.”		
282.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“correcSonal”	as	used	in	
“State/Federal	CorrecSonal	InsStuSon,”	does	mean	discipline	for	the	purpose	of	curing	faults,	or	
bringing	one	into	proper	subjecSon.
283.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“insStuSon”	does	denote	a	
“public”	establishment/corporaSon,	which	is	created	and	exists	by	“statute”	or	“public	
authority”	such	as	an	asylum,	charity,	college,	university,	schoolhouse,	and	the	like.
284.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	alleged	“court	of	record”	within	the	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer	was	not,	and	is	not,	in	fact	established	and	funcSoning	as	a	
valid	and	lawful	“court	of	record”	which	proceeds	according	to	the	course	of	common	law;	and	
whose	acts	and	proceedings	are	not	“enrolled”;	and	a	court	which	does	not	have	power	to	fine	
and	imprison	and	thereby,	and	therein,	not	creaSng	a	“penological	interest”	of	which	may	be	
claimed	by	the	DEPARTMENT	OF	JUSTICE	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes.
285.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	does	not	exist,	this	present	day,	any	
“courts	of	records”	within	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes.
286.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	courts	power	to	“punish”	by	fine	or	
imprisonment	does	ensue	from	a	valid	and	lawfully	enacted	“statute(s)/law(s)”	creaSng	a	real	
criminal/public	offence;	and	such	“penal	statutes/laws”	do	not	exist	within	the	THE	UNITED	
STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes;	and	the	absence	of	
such	“penal	statutes/laws”	is	one	of	the	reasons	which	“courts	of	record”	do	not	exist	within	the	
THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	as	said	
courts,	and	specifically	the	alleged	“court	of	record”	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	
is	not	proceeding	according	to	the	course	of	common-law,	but	merely	upon	the	forms/shadow	
of	that	which	formerly	existed	in	spirit,	substance,	content,	and	actuality,	i.e.	expressly.
287.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“prisons,”	and	“penitenSaries”	do	exist	
within	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	wherein	such	are	not	established	for	the	purpose	of	“punishment”	ensuing	
from	valid	and	lawful	“penal	statutes/laws”,	and	which	may	not	claim	a	“penological	interest”	
in,	and	from,	such	statutes/laws.
288.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“penological	interest”	does	not	exist	for	
and	within	“State/Federal	CorrecSonal	InsStuSons”,	and	specifically	ALL	those	which	compose	
the	DEPARTMENT	OF	JUSTICE/FEDERAL	DEPARTMENT	OF	CORRECTIONS	of	the	THE	UNITED	
STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	and	such	are	
funcSoning/operaSng	as	disciplinarian	asylums	for	the	purpose	of	“treaSng/treatment”	of	
presumed	mental/emoSonal	dysfuncSons	and	re-indoctrinaSon/programming	to	cure	faults	in	
the	nature	of	social	breaches	in	thought,	acSon,	behavior,	and	the	like.
289.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	inability	of	courts	today,	and	specifically	
the	alleged	“court	of	record”	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	to	punish	is	why	the	
mental	health	laws	were	merged	with	the	“Criminal	Process”	so	as	to	allow	the	courts	the	
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ability	to	“treat”,	and	thereby	confine	those	convicted/adjudged,	i.e.	in	need	thereof.
290.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	alleged	“court	of	record”	within	the	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer	was,	and	is,	established,	organized,	and	exercising	its	judicial	
funcSons	under	authority	of	a	statute;	and	said	statute	is	unconsStuSonal;	and	is	established	
and	acSng	under	authority,	e.g.	authority	derived	from	a	foreign	“un/non-consStuSonal	source	
of	authority”	of	law,	of	a	de	facto	Government,	i.e.	a	Government	not	lawfully	created,	
operaSng,	funcSoning,	and	exercising	its	authority	in	accordance	with	and	pursuant	to	the	
instrument/document	of	its	creaSon	which	established	and	ordained	the	Government	for	the	
United	States	of	America,	i.e.	the	Original	JurisdicSon	as	opposed	to	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF…	and	LOCAL	equivalents;	and	was,	and	is,	exercising	its	judicial	
funcSons	and	authority	as	a	“de	facto	court”	of	said	de	facto	Government/authority.
291.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNITED	STATES/THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	are	federal	corporaSons.		
292.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	is	a	
municipal	for-profit	corporaSon	originally	incorporated	February	21,	1871,	under	the	name	
“District	of	Columbia,”	and	Reorganized	June	8,	1878,	d.b.a.	“UNITED	STATES	GOVERNMENT	
aka/dba	THE	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA.”		[See:	16	Stat.	419,	ch.	62,	41st	Congress,	3rd	
Session,	“An	Act	to	Provide	a	Government	for	the	District	of	Columbia”;	20	Stat.	102,	ch.	180,	
45th	Congress,	2nd	Session,	“An	Act	Providing	a	Permanent	Form	of	Government	for	the	District	
of	Columbia.”]
293.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	
STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	is	a	corporate	enSty	operaSng/funcSoning	in	commerce	as	
a	bankrupt	in	Chapter	11	ReorganizaSon	wherein,	and	whereby,	the	Federal/State	Government	
represented	therein	has	been	dissolved	along	with	said	corporaSons’	Sovereign	Authority,	and	
the	official	capaciSes	of	all	offices,	officers,	and	departments,	and	said	federal	Government	does	
exist	today	in	name	only.		[See:	House	Joint	ResoluSon	192	of	June	5,	1933,	Pub.	R.	73-10;	
ExecuSve	Orders	6072,	6102,	6111,	and	6246;	Senate	Report	93-549;	Cong.	Rec.,	March	17,	
1993,	vol.	33,	speaker:	James	A.	Trafficant,	Jr.,	which	states	in	part:	“Mr.	Speaker.	We	are	now	
here	in	Chapter	11.		Members	of	Congress	are	official	trustees	presiding	over	the	greatest	
reorganizaSon	in	world	history,	the	U.S.	Government....	It	is	an	established	fact	that	the	United	
States	Federal	Government	has	been	dissolved	by	the	Emergency	Banking	Act,	March	9,	1933,	
48	Stat.	1,	Public	Law	89-719,	declared	by	President	Roosevelt,	being	bankrupt	and	insolvent.	
H.J.R.	192,	73rd	Congress	in	session	June	5,	1933	-	Joint	ResoluSon	to	Suspend	the	Gold	
Standard	and	Abrogate	the	Gold	Clause	-	dissolved	the	Sovereign	Authority	of	all	United	States	
and	the	official	capaciSes	of	all	United	States	Government	Offices,	Officers,	and	Departments	
and	is	further	evidence	that	the	United	States	Federal	Government	exists	today	in	name	only…”]
294.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	new	“municipal	corporaSon”	d.b.a.	THE	
UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	did	adopt	the	original	
organic	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	as	its	corporate	municipal	charter.	
[See:	41st	Congress’	Act(s),	Session	3,	ch.	62,	p.	419,	Sec.	34,	February	21,	1871]
295.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	locaSon	of	the	UNITED	STATES/THE	
UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	is	in	the	District	of	
Columbia.		[See:	UCC	9-307(h);	which	states:	“LocaSon	of	United	States	is	located	in	the	District	
of	Columbia.”;	cf.	Title	28	D.	C.	Code	§	28.9-307(h)].
296.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	Government	for	the	“District	of	
Columbia”	was	abolished	by	Act	of	June	20,	1874;	and	a	temporary	Government	by	
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“commissioners”	was	thereby	created	and	existed	unSl	the	Act	of	June	11,	1878,	wherein	
provision	was	made	for	the	conSnuance	of		the	“District	of	Columbia”	as	a	“municipal	
corporaSon”	controlled	by	the	federal	Government	through	these	“commissioners”;	and	said	
corporaSon	is	subject	to	the	ordinary	rules	that	govern	the	law	of	procedure	between	private	
persons.		[See:	U.S.	Rev.	Stat.	1	Supp.	22;	7	D.C.	178;	132	U.S.	1,	which	states:	“The	sovereign	
power	is	lodged	in	the	Government	of	the	United	States,	and	not	the	corporaSon	of	the	
district.”]
297.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	term	“United	States”	as	used	and	
employed	within	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	at	ArScle	III	SecSon	3,	
is	used	in	the	plural,	i.e.	them,	their;	and	does	mean	none	other	than	the	People	of	the	“several	
states”	and	not	the	NaSonal	Government	situated	within	the	ten	(10)	mile	square	of	the	District	
of	Columbia,	its	enclaves,	forts,	magazines,	docks,	and	arsenals	scaVered	abroad,	under,	and	
only	under,	said	ConsStuSon	establishing	and	ordaining	the	Original	JurisdicSon	and	the	
Government	for	same.
298.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	term/word	“State”	does	mean	a	state	of	
the	United	States,	the	District	of	Columbia,	Puerto	Rico,	the	United	States	Virgin	Islands,	or	any	
territory	or	insular	possession	subject	to	the	jurisdicSon	of	the	United	States	[See:	UCC	9-102(a)
(76);	cf.	Title	28	D.C.	Code	§	28.9-102(a)(76)];	and	a	“state	of	the	United	States”	is	not	inclusive	
of	the	firy	freely	associated	compact	states,	i.e.	the	“several	states,”	but	a	“state	of	the	United	
States”	is	a	corporate	or	corporately	“colored”	sub-franchise	territorial	State	unit	of	the	parent	
corporaSon,	i.e.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA.
299.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	term	“in	this	state,”	“this	state,”	and	
“State”	as	employed/used	within	federal	and	state	statutes/laws/ordinances/regulaSons/codes,	
and	the	like,	and	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents,	and	ALL	Titles	thereof,	and	the	two-capital-leVer	federal	postal	designaSon,	
e.g.	AL,	GA,	KY	AND	NY	and	the	five-digit	ZIP,	i.e.	Zoning	Improvement	Plan,	code	are	not	
references	to,	and	are	not	inclusive	of	the	freely	associated	compact	union	states,	i.e.	the	
“several	states,”	and	are	rather	terms,	designaSons,	and	codes	defining	and	referencing	federal	
zones/territorial	state	units;	and	are	defined	for	tax	jurisdicSon	purposes	as	the	“District	of	
Columbia”,	i.e.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA.
300.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“District	of	Columbia,”	and	the	
territorial	district	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	are	not	“states”	within	the	meaning	of	
the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	and	the	“Judiciary	Act”	so	as	to	enable	
a	ciSzen	thereof	to	sue	a	ciSzen	of	one	of	the	states	in	federal	courts;	and	are	not	“states”	as	
that	word	is	used	in	treaSes	with	foreign	powers,	with	respect	to	the	ownership,	disposiSon,	
and	inheritance	of	property.		
301.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	if	a	naSon	comes	down	from	its	posiSon	of	
sovereignty	and	enters	the	domain	of	commerce,	it	does	submit	itself	to	the	same	laws	that	
govern	individuals	therein;	and	does	assume	the	posiSon	of	an	ordinary	ciSzen	therein;	and	
cannot	recede	from	the	fulfillment	of	its	obligaSons	therein.		
302.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	united	States	did	sSpulate	to	becoming	
“territorial	state	units	of	the	UNITED	STATES”	for	receipt	of	benefits	through	the	Social	Security	
Act	of	1935.
303.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	several	union	States	did	accommodate	
the	federal	bankruptcy	through	pledge	of	its	faith	and	credit	to	the	aid	thereof	at	the	
Conference	of	Governors,	March	6,	1933.		[See:	DeclaraSon	of	Interdependence,	January	22,	
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1937,	Book	of	the	States,	vol.	II,	p.	144]
304.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	walk-out	of	the	seven	(7)	southern	
naSon	states	from	Congress	March	27,	1861,	without	sevng	a	day	to	reconvene	or	a	vote	of	
adjournment,	thereby	leaving	Congress	without	a	quorum,	did	dissolve	the	de	jure	and/or	de	
facto	Congress	of	the	United	States	of	America,	to	which	President	Lincoln	responded	with	
force,	reconvening	Congress	within	a	private	military	jurisdicSon	under	marSal	law	in	his	
capacity	as	Commander-In-Chief;	and	said	Congress	does,	and	is,	operaSng/funcSoning	in	the	
same	capacity,	and	under	the	same	authority,	to	this	present	day.
305.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Post	Civil	War	“Revisions”	of	the	
ConsStuSons	of	the	freely	associated	compact	union	states,	i.e.	the	“several	states,”	such	said	
revision	of	any	State	did	alter	said	instruments	specifically	in	one	important	area,	i.e.	abolishing	
the	enSre	class	of	free	“electors”	and	replacing	them	with	the	“elecSve	franchise”	(registered	
voters)	in	compliance	with	the	“Public	Trust”,	i.e.	the	cestui	que	trust,	i.e.	a	construcSve	trust,	
i.e.	a	trust	which	is	a	mixture	of	law	and	(not	or)	fraud	as	established	within	and	under	the	
purview	of	the	XIVth	Amendment	to	the	federal	corporate	parents’	Charter/ConsStuSon	
formerly	adopted,	or	so	alleged,	February	27,	1871,	thereby,	and	therein,	extending	said	Public	
Trust	to	operate	within	the	several	states;	and	said	revisions	of	said	consStuSons	did	thereby,	
and	therein,	dissolve	the	General	Assembly(s)	as	originally	established	and	ordained,	of	all	the	
states;	and	such	did	place	these	General	Assemblies	upon	the	same	fooSng	and	within	the	same	
jurisdicSon	as	that	of	the	Congress	wherein,	and	whereby,	their	consStuSonal	idenSty	as	
consStuSonally	created	enSSes	by	law	was	lost;	and	did	cause	same	to	lose	all	lawful	Right,	
authority,	and	power	to	legislate	upon	any	and	all	subjects	for	the	People	of	the	“several	states”,	
which	did	cause	the	post	civil	war	“revisions”	of	all	the	statutes/laws	into	“Codes”	which	did	act	
to	remove	the	law	and	leave	merely	the	form/shadow	of	same,	i.e	the	legal	aspects	standing.
306.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“revisions”	of	the	state	ConsStuSons	as	
originally	established	and	ordained,	upon	cessaSon	of	open	hosSliSes	of	the	Civil	War	in	which	
were	destroyed	the	enSre	class	of	“sovereign	electors”	and	replaced	by	“registered	voters”	(the	
elecSve	franchise),	such	did	destroy	“sole	proprietorships	(or	principal	creditor-ships	of,	by,	and	
for	the	People);	and	did	replace	them	with	(arSficial)	corporate	franchises	under	purview	of	the	
XIVth	Amendment	to	the	federal	corporate	municipal	for-profit	parent	Government’s	Charter/
ConsStuSon.
307.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	under	the	“Instrumentality	Rule”	the	THE	
UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA/United	States	of	America	is,	and	will	be	responsible	when	the	
subservient	corporaSon	becomes	exposed	as	a	mere	instrument	and	actually	indisSnct	from	the	
controlling	corporaSon,	i.e.	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF	…	equivalents,		
also	known	by	any	and	all	derivaSves	and	variaSons	in	the	spelling	of	said	names,	is	operaSng	
and	funcSoning	as	a	mere	corporate	instrument	(sub-franchise	compact	territorial	corporate	
state	unit)	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA.		
308.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	doctrine	of	“equal	standing”	in	law	and	
the	Maxim	of	Law:	“Disparata	non	debent	jungi”	(Dissimilar	things	ought	not	to	be	joined),	does	
make	it	perfectly	clear	that	only	parSes	of	equal	standing	can	communicate	in	law.
309.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	judgment	is	“void	for	uncertainty”	if	it	fails	
to	idenSfy	the	parSes	for,	and	against,	whom	it	is	rendered	with	such	certainty	that	it	may	by	
readily	enforced.		
310.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	a	corporate	franchise,	and/or	cestui	que	
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vie,	and/or	construcSve	trust,	and/or	estate,	and/or	the	like.
311.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	an	“idem	sonans”,	i.e.	sounding	the	same	
or	alike,	as	with	the	name	of	the	Undersigned.		
312.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	does	represent,	and	is,	a	“legal	name”,	i.e.	the	
name	of	the	“legal	person”	recognized	in	law.		
313.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“legal	name”,	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	
upon	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	a	name	
constructed	upon	the	“form”	and	“shadow”	of	“true	name,”	but	without	the	substance,	value,	
spirit,	essence,	and	the	like;	and	“legal	names”	are	the	ONLY	names	recognized,	and	capable	of	
being	recognized,	in	law	today;	and	do	denote,	idenSfy,	and	reference	“arSficial	persons.”
314.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“legal	name”,	and	specifically	as	this	
relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	“named”	alleged	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	
wriVen	in	“legalese”,	i.e.	a	language	foreign	to,	and	constructed	outside	of,	the	bounds	of	
English	grammar.
315.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	a	“jurisSc	person”,	i.e.	a	“person”,	i.e.	an	
“arSficial	person”,	i.e.	a	“legal	person”,	i.e.	an	enSty,	such	as	a	corporaSon,	created	by	law	[Birth	
RegistraSon	Acts	of	the	various	corporate	sub-franchise	compact	territorial	state	units]	and	
given	certain	“legal	rights	[grants/benefit/privileges]	and	duSes	of	a	being,	real	or	imaginary,	
who	for	the	purpose	of	legal	reasoning	is	treated	more	or	less	as	a	man,	and	also	termed	a	
“ficSSous	person,”	“jurisSc	person,”	and	“legal	person.”		
316.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	term	“in	propria	persona”,	i.e.	“in	one’s	
own	person,”	does	tacitly,	and		expressly,	declare	and	affirm	that	there	is	some	other	“person”	
by	whom	and	through	whom	one	can/may	act;	and	such	other	“person”	is	a	corporate	
“person”	(persona).
317.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	does	exist	only	by	force	of	or	in	
contemplaSon	of	law,	i.e.	solely	within	the	imaginaSon	having	no	actual	existence.
318.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	a	“dummy”,	i.e.	a	sham,	make	believe,	
pretended,	imitaSon,	strawman,	a	man	who	serves	in	place	of	another,	or	who	serves	unSl	the	
“proper	person”	is	named	or	available	to	take	its	place,	e.g.	as	in	dummy	corporate	officers,	
dummy	owners	of	real	estate;	and	when	its	name	is	called	in	court	and	specifically	as	this	
relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	
maVer,	and	a	living,	breathing	flesh-and-blood	“real”	man,	e.g.	the	Undersigned,	answers	
believing	said	“name”	to	be	his	own	“true	name,”	said	“proper	person”	is	thus	found,	available,	
and	thereby,	and	therein,	“joined”,	without	noSon	all-be-it	through	fraud.		
319.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	a	“dummy	corporaSon”,	i.e.	a	corporaSon	
formed	for	sham	purposes	and	not	for	conducSng	legiSmate	business,	e.g.	to	avoid	“personal	
liability”;	and	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	to	establish	
the	obligaSon	for	payment	of	fines,	fees,	and	specific	performance	as	that	of	the	Undersigneds’	
as	an	“accommodaSon	party,”	and	“surety”	for	the	Principal,	i.e.	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	
alleged	defendant	in	said	alleged	maVer.		



www-scannedretina.com End the corruption - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress

All rights reserved - Without recourse - 50 of 94 - arnie@arnierosner.com - 714-964-4056

320.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	an	“ens	legis”,	i.e.	a	creature	of	the	law,	an	
arSficial	being,	as	contrasted	with	flesh-and-blood,	real,	senSent	man,	such	as	the	Undersigned,	
applied	to	corporaSons,	and	considered	as	deriving	their	existence	enSrely	from	the	law.		
321.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	a	“ficSSous	name”,	i.e.	a	counterfeit,	
feigned,	or	pretended	name,	differing	in	some	parScular	essenSal	from	a	man’s	“true	name,”	
with	the	implicaSon	that	it	is	meant	to	deceive	or	mislead,	consisSng	of	a	ChrisSan	name	and	
patronymic	(name	of	the	house/father/family;	surname).		
322.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“ficSSous	name”	is	the	opposite	of	a	“true	
name”	of	a	man,	e.g.	the	Undersigeds’	“true	name”	as	shown	herein	below;	and	said	“ficSSous	
name”	is	created	by	Public	Policy	of	the	corporate	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	
OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	at	the	Sme	of	a	man’s	birth	and	“brought	wholly	into	separate	
existence”	via	the	man’s	birth	record/document/instrument	thereby,	and	therein	“christening”	
said	“corporate	franchise”	as	a	commercial	“vessel”	under	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	
STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	registry.
323.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	an	“individual”	as	such	word/term	is	used/
employed	in	State	and	Federal	statutes/laws/codes;	and	is	defined	as	a	“ciSzen	of	the	United	
States”;	and	said	definiSon	is	a	reference	to	the	XIVth	Amendment	of	the	corporate	THE	UNITED	
STATES	OF	AMERICA	Charter/ConsStuSon;	and	said	reference	does	denote	said	“named”	
individual	as	that	of	a	“trust	enSty.”		[See:	Title	5	U.S.C.,	§	552a(a)(2)]
324.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	a	federal	definiSon	of	a	term/word	
exists	and	is	provided,	such	definiSon	does	supersede	any	and	all	definiSons	given	for	the	same	
term/word	within	the	sub-franchise	compact	territorial	state	units	a.k.a.	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	
equivalents.
325.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	a	“legal	ficSon”,	i.e.	something	“assumed”	
to	pretend,	to	accept	without	proof,	an	“assumpSon”	created	by	the	imaginaSon	which,	
without	that	irksome	necessity	for	proof,	allows	for	truth	to	be	a	lie,	and	a	lie	to	be	the	truth,	
establishing	essenSally	the	“Doctrine	of	Pretending,”	based	on	pretense,	lies,	deceit,	and	
dissembling,	i.e.	to	conceal	or	disguise	the	true	nature	of	so	as	to	deceive,	and	to	conceal	one’s	
true	nature,	i.e.	to	act	hypocriScally.
326.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“recognized	in	law”	as	applied	to	these	
“legal	names”	of	“legal	persons”	and	employed/used	within	the	courts,	and	specifically	the	
alleged	“court	of	record”	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	and	legal	system	today	
does	mean	“exisSng	by	force	of	or	in	contemplaSon	of	law.”
327.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	does	reference	and	idenSfy	a	“public	vessel”,	
i.e.	one	owned	and	used	by	a	naSon	or	Government	for	its	public	service,	e.g.	within	its	revenue	
service.		
328.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“public”	is	the	vast	mulStude,	which	
includes	the	ignorant,	the	unthinking,	and	the	credulous;	and	does	reference	and	idenSfy	ONLY	
“arSficial	persons”	which	possess	no	brain	nor	intelligence;	and	the	“public”	of	the	THE	UNITED	
STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	is	comprised	solely	of	such	“arSficial	
persons”;	and	Public	Law/Policy,	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL,	does	
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operate	solely	upon	said	“persons.”
329.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“vessel”	in	admiralty	law	is	limited	to	ships	
or	“vessels”	engaged	in	commerce;	and	in	admiralty	the	“names”	of	“vessels”	are	designated	in	
all-capital-leVer	format/style;	and	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	defendant	in	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer	does	represent	and	idenSfy	a	“vessel”	in	admiralty	in	which	all	
jurisdicSon	ensues,	flows,	and	arises	from	“contract”,	real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	implied,	
revealed	or	unrevealed.
330.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	referencing	and	idenSfying	a	“straw	
man”	(stramineus	homo),	i.e.	an	arSficial	person	created	by	law	having	a	ficSSous	name,	
exisSng	only	by	force	of	or	in	contemplaSon	of	law,	a	disSnct	“legal	enSty”	(corporate)	that	
benefits	the	creator,	i.e.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	
equivalents,	allowing	the	creator	to	accomplish	things	in	the	name	of	the	“straw	man”	that	
would	not	otherwise	be	permiVed.
331.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“transmit”	does	mean	to	
convey,	send,	transfer,	or	to	pass	along	as	used	and	employed	within	the	current	present	day	
legal	profession	and	courts.
332.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“uSlity”	in	patent	law	does	
mean	“Industrial	value,	the	capability	of	being	so	applied	in	pracScal	affairs	as	to	prove	
advantageous	in	the	ordinary	pursuits	of	life,	or	add	to	the	enjoyment	of	mankind.”		
333.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“uSlity”	is	further	defined	as	
having	some	beneficial	purpose;	and	the	degree	of	“uSlity”	is	material.		
334.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“goods”	and	“services”	from	the	public	
venue	are	solely	accessed,	i.e.	“transmiVed”	for	billing	purposes,	in	an	all-capital-leVer	
formaVed	name.
335.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	a	“transmivng	uSlity”,	i.e.	a	conduit	acSng	
as	a	nexus	between	the	public	venue	and	a	man,	e.g.	the	Undersigned,	and	thereby	evidencing	
an	industrial	value	so	applied	in	pracScal	affairs	as	to	prove	advantageous	and	beneficial.
336.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“person”	as	used/employed	
in	the	legal	system	and	science	thereof	today	is	a	“general	word”	which	includes	in	its	scope	a	
variety	of	enSSes	other	than	man.		
337.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“person”	can	be	limited	by	
the	statutory	rule	of	construcSon	which	teaches	that	the	meaning	of	a	word	in	a	statute	may	be	
determined	by	reference	to	its	associaSon	with	other	words	or	phrases.		
338.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	statutory	rule	of	construcSon	“ejusdem	
generis”	is	an	illustraSon	of	a	broader	rule	of	statutory	construcSon	“noscitur	a	sociis.”	
339.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	general	word/term	“person”	as	applied	
to	the	statutory	rule	of	construcSon	“ejusdem	generis”	is	not	to	be	construed/interpreted	in	its	
widest	extent	wherein	it	follows	an	enumeraSon	of	“persons”	or	“things”	by	words	of	a	
parScular	and	specific	meaning;	and	is	rather	to	be	held	as	applying	ONLY	to	“persons”	or	
“things”	of	the	same	general	kind	or	class	as	those	specifically	menSoned;	and	such	specific	
terms	do	modify	and	restrict	interpretaSon	of	the	general	term.		
340.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	origin	of	the	general	word/term	
“person”	as	defined,	fixed,	known,	used,	and	employed	in	the	legal	system	and	science	of	law	
today	is	a	“mask	an	actor	wears,”	and	is	the	true,	correct,	and	complete	significaSon	of	said	
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word/term	in	said	system	and	science.		
341.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	under	the	rule	of	construcSon	expression	of	
one	thing	is	the	exclusion	of	another,	and	specifically	as	this	rule	of	construcSon	relates	to	and	
bears	upon	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	

THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	
authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	where	a	statute	or	ConsStuSon/Charter	enumerates	the	
things	on	which	it	is	to	operate	or	forbids	certain	things,	it	is	to	be	construed/interpreted	as	
excluding	from	its	operaSon	all	those	not	expressly	menSoned.		
342.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“person”	or	“any	person”	as	employed	
and	used	in	statutes	today,	and	specifically	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	

LOCAL	equivalents,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	
implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	is	merely	a	
corporaSon/corporately	colored	enSty,	which	exists	merely	by	force	of	or	in	contemplaSon	of	
law,	i.e.	solely	within	the	mind	and	imaginaSon	of	a	man.
343.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	general	term	“person”	or	“any	person”,	
and	specifically	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	including	

but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	
that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	does	not	include	and	does	not	apply	and	refer	to	
a	man,	i.e.	a	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	Living	Soul.
344.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	general	word/term	“person”	or	“any	
person”	as	used	and	employed	in	statutes	today,	and	specifically	within	the	UNITED	STATES	
CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	
1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	
thereof,	does	exclude	a	man,	i.e.	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	Living	Soul	being,	from	
inclusion	within	the	operaSon	of	the	statute.
345.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	a	“natural	person”	is	defined	as	a	

“human	being”	[See:	Black’s	Law	DicSonary,	Rev.	4xy	ed.,	1968,	p.	1300	at	“PERSON”],	a	term	not	
defined	within	any	Law	DicSonary	the	Undersigned	has	researched,	i.e.	“human	being,”	and	a	
“person”	being	a	general	term	which	includes	every	natural	person,	firm,	co-partner-ship,	
corporaSon,	associaSon,	or	organizaSon	which	is	restricted	in	its	interpretaSon	by	the	specific	
word/term	“corporaSon,”	statutes	employing	and	using	the	term	“person”	or	“any	person”,	and	
specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	

LOCAL	equivalents,	including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	
laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	is	restricted	in	its	
interpretaSon	to	that	of	some	form,	kind	and	style	of	corporate	(arSficial)	enSty	through	such	
rules	of	construcSon	as	inter	alia,	“noscitur	a	sociis,”	“ejusdem	geris,”	and	“expressio	unius	est	
alterius,”	thereby,	and	therein,	excluding	“natural	person”	(man)	from	the	operaSon	of	said	
statute.
346.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	the	nature	of	Law	that	what	One	
creates,	One	controls.
347.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	principle	of	Law,	i.e.	that	what	One	
creates,	One	controls,	is	the	natural	Law,	which	binds	a	creature	to	its	Creator.
348.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	is	a	creature	of	a	Creator.
349.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	man’s	Creator	is	Jehovah	the	Living	God	
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(YHWH/JHVH);	and	a	man	is	created	in	His	image;	and,	He,	Jehovah	the	Living	God	(YHWH),	is	
spirit;	and	His	image	(likeness)	is	spiritual;	and	a	man	is	therefore	a	spiritual	enSty	in	possession	
of	a	physical	body.		
350.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	as	a	creature	of	Jehovah	the	Living	
God	(YHWH/JHVH),	He,	and	He	alone,	does	by	Right	of	CreaSon	have	authority	and	power	to	
control	man.
351.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“natural”	as	used/employed	
within	the	legal	profession,	science	thereof,	and	present	day	courts	is	not	defined	and	not	to	be	
understood	in	its	vernacular.
352.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	word/term	“natural”	and	“nature”	do	
share	the	same	LaSn	origin,	i.e.	nasci,	to	be	born.
353.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“to	be	born”	of	natural	phenomena	(the	
laws	of	nature	present	in	or	produced	by	nature	(the	physical/natural	world)	in	accordance	with,	
and	pursuant	to,	the	laws	of	nature	(natural/physical	phenomena)	is	an	act	whereby	that	which	
is	born	is	brought	into	life	or	being	within	the	physical/natural	world.
354.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	difference	does	exist	between	a	man	and	
person;	and	in	said	words/terms	as	used/employed	within	the	legal	profession,	and	science	
thereof,	and	present	day	courts	as	operaSng/funcSoning	presently.		
355.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	Respondent(s)	agree	expressly	or	
otherwise,	that	a	man	is	a	spiritual	being	in	possession	and	use	of	a	physical/natural	body,	and	
said	body	is	operaSng/funcSoning,	and	exisSng	as	a	vessel,	a	shell,	a	mask	through	which,	and	
by	which	a	man	communicates,	interacts,	and	interfaces	with,	and	within,	the	physical/natural	
world	around	him	during	his	physical/natural	sojourn	within	the	physical/natural	world.
356.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	man’s	physical/natural	body,	which	
through	the	act	of	birth	is	born	of	natural/physical	phenomena	(laws	of	nature)	present	in	or	
produced	of	nature	(physical/natural	world)	in	accordance	with,	and	pursuant	to,	the	laws	of	
nature	(natural/physical	phenomena),	and	thereby,	and	therein,	born,	i.e.	brought,	into	life	and	
being	within	the	physical/natural	world.
357.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	man’s	physical/natural	body	is	by	Divine	
design,	funcSon,	operaSon,	and	not	by	definiSon	a	“person”	as	such	word/term	is	used/
employed	within	the	legal	profession,	science	thereof,	and	present	day	courts.
358.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	man’s	physical	/natural	body	upon	
which	a	man	commits	a	trespass	against	the	“person”	of	another	through	the	act	of	false	
imprisonment;	and	a	man	cannot	falsely	imprison,	arrest,	detain,	restrain,	search,	and	the	like	
the	“person”	or	anything	other	than	a	“person”	physically/naturally	exisSng	within	the	physical/
natural	world.
359.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	man’s	physical/natural	body	is	a	“natural	
person”;	and	is	not	the	object	defined	by	said	word/term	as	used/employed	within	the	legal	
profession,	science	thereof,	and	present	day	courts.		
360.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	statute(s)/law(s),	and	specifically	those	
contained	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	including	but	

not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933		and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	
alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	which	use/employ	the	word/term	“person”	are	not	
referring	to	and	idenSfying	a	“natural	person”,	as	opposed	to	a	“corporate/arSficial	person”	
which	is	birthed	(berthed)	solely	within	the	imaginaSon/mind	of	a	man,	and	therein	brought	
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wholly	into	separate	existence	by	force	of,	or	in	contemplaSon,	of	law;	and	by	thus	far	covered	
rules	of	statutory	construcSon,	statute(s)/law(s)	should	expressly	and	specifically	use/employ	
the	word/term	“natural	person”	if	operaSon	of	said	statute(s)/law(s)	are	meant	to	operate	over	
and	upon	said	specific	“person”;	and	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	defendant	within	the	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	not	a	“natural	person.”
361.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	as	the	General	Assembly	(legislature)	of	the	
corporate	compact	territorial	unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	did	not	create	the	man,	and	specifically	as	this	relates	to	
and	bears	upon	the	Undersigned,	nor	another	form,	style,	kind,	and	type	of	corporate	juridical	
construct,	it	does	not	possess,	and	does	not	have,	any	authority	to	control	a	man	based	upon	
real	or	presumed	Right	of	CreaSon	which	acts	to	bind	said	man	to	said	juridical	construct.
362.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	to	get	around	this	issue	of	Right	of	CreaSon	
and	control	the	man,	the	General	Assembly	(legislature)	of	the	corporate	compact	territorial	
unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	did	create	an	“office	of	person,”	an	“office”	within	its	corporate	structure	and	
venue,	which	by	Right	of	CreaSon	it	controls	and	regulates.
363.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	corporate	compact	territorial	unit	d.b.a.	
THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	does	
through	employment	and	use	of	empty,	ficSSous,	and	false	inducements	disguised	as	benefits,	
privileges,	immuniSes,	grants,	and	the	like	backed	by	threats,	duress,	and	coercion,	e.g.	“you	
may	not	drive,	fish,	hunt,	marry,	operate	a	business,	work,	in	short,	live,	without	a	license	
(permission	to	do	that	which	would	otherwise	be	illegal)	or	you	will	be	fined,	go	to	jail,	or	both,”	
thereby,	and	therein,	inducing	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man	into	alleged	contracts	
and	to	occupy/hold	the	“office	of	person”	created	by	the	General	Assembly	(legislature)	of	said	
corporate	construct	State;	and	thereby,	and	therein,	control	a	man	through	said	“office	of	
person”,	which	by	Right	of	CreaSon	it	controls	and	regulates.
364.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	this	control	over	a	man	by	the	
corporate	compact	territorial	unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	is	achieved	by	the	man	holding	the	“office	of	person”	and	
bound	thereby,	and	therein,	through	nexus	of	contract,	there	are	a	plethora	of	administraSve	
agencies,	departments,	bureaus,	and	the	like,	along	with	countless	sub-whatever’s	therein,	
operaSng	as	“sources	of	authority”	and	effecSvely	legislaSng	so-called	laws	into	existence	
operaSng	over	and	upon	said	“office	of	person”		wherein	the	man	is	bound	through	nexus	of	
alleged	contract	and	effecSvely	and	completely	controlled	and	regulated.
365.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	legislaSvely	created	State/Federal	
“office	of	person”	is	a	mask,	a	corporate	mask/person,	a	ficSonal	device	of	arSfice	created	solely	
for	the	ability	of	the	corporate	compact	territorial	unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	
STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	to	accomplish	the	presumed	“voluntary	
enslavement	and	servitude”	(achieved	through	fraud	and	deceit	of	gross	proporSons)	of	the	
man	wearing	the	mask.
366.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“residency”	within	the	corporate	compact	
territorial	unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	is	a	requirement	for	eligibility	of	benefits,	privileges,	immuniSes,	grants	and	
the	like	from	said	corporate	juridical	constructs.
367.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“office	of	person”	is	a	sub-set/class	of	
“resident.”
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368.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man	
does	step	into,	take	up,	and	hold	the	“office	of	person”	by	taking	up	“residency”	within	the	
corporate	compact	territorial	unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	thereby,	and	therein,	donning	the	mask	of	a	“person”	
within	the	venue	and	jurisdicSon	of	said	juridical	construct.		
369.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“residency”	is	defined	as	a	“factual”	place	of	
abode,	living	in	a	parScular	locality,	and	requiring	only	bodily	presence	as	an	“inhabitant”	of	a	
place.		
370.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“locality’	is	defined	as	a	definite	region	in	
any	part	of	space,	a	geographical	posiSon.		
371.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“space”	is	defined	as	the	infinite	extension	
of	the	three-dimensional,	i.e.	having	height,	breadth,	and	depth	field	of	everyday	life.	
372.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“inhabitant”	is	defined	as	One	who	resides	
actually,	and	permanently,	in	a	given	place,	and	has	his	domicile	there.		
373.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“residency”	is	therefore	a	“real”	
geographical	locaSon,	region,	or	posiSon	exisSng	within	three-dimensional	space	in	which	a	
living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man,	possessing	a	body,	may	bodily	be	present	in	a	fixed	and	
permanent	manner	wherein	is	his	domicile	and	thereby,	and	therein,	consStutes	him	an	
inhabitant.
374.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	living	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man,	and	
specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	Undersigned,	cannot	take	up	“residence”	and	
bodily	inhabit	the	arSficial/ficSonal	juridical	construct	of	the	corporate	compact	territorial	unit	
d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	
which	exist	solely	within	the	mind/imaginaSon	of	man	by	force	of,	or	in	contemplaSon,	of	law.
375.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man,	
and	specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	Undersigned	and	the	above	referenced	
alleged	maVer,	does	need	to	hold/occupy	an	“office”	within	the	corporate	compact	territorial	
unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	e.g.	“office	of	person”	for	said	corporate	juridical	construct’s	General	
Assembly	(legislature)	to	regulate	and	control	said	man.
376.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	right	and	authority	of	the	General	
Assembly	(legislature)	of	the	corporate	compact	territorial	unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	to	regulate	and	control	living,	
breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man,	and	specifically	as	this	relates	to,	and	bears	upon,	the	
Undersigned	through	operaSon	of	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	
any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	as	in	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	which	is	occupying/holding	any	“office”,	e.g.	“office	of	person”	
within	the	corporate	juridical	construct	is	also	limited	by	the	Bill	of	Rights	contained	within	the	
Charter	of	said	construct.		[See:	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	arScles	in	
amendment]
377.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	alleged	XIIIth	Amendment	to	
the	ConsStuSon/Charter	of	the	federal	municipal	for-profit	corporate	Government	juridical	
construct	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	prohibits	involuntary	slavery	and	servitude,	except	as	“punishment	for	crime,”	
voluntary	slavery	and	servitude	are	also	prohibited	by	this	same	Amendment.		[See:	
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ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America,	alleged	XIIIth	Amendment,	Sec.	I,	cf.	alleged	XIVth	
Amendment,	Sec.	I]
378.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	corporate	compact	territorial	unit’s	
d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	
manner	of	inducing	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man	into	occupying/holding	the	“office	
of	person”	within	said	construct,	i.e.	fraud,	deceit,	arSfice,	threats,	duress,	coercion,	and	the	
like,	does	consStute	involuntary	slavery	and	servitude	prohibited	by	its	parent	corporate	
juridical	Government	construct’s	Charter,	and	does	thereby,	and	therein,	consStute	“ultra	vires”	
acts,	i.e.	acts	beyond	the	scope	of	the	powers	of	a	corporaSon,	as	defined	by	its	Charter	or	act	
of	incorporaSon,	which	applies	not	only	to	acts	prohibited	by	its	Charter,	but	acts	which	are	in	
excess	of	powers	granted	and	not	prohibited.		
379.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“crime”	and	the	allegaSon	thereof,	and	
specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	is	by	
definiSon	an	offense	commiVed	against	the	“state”	and	not	an	offense	commiVed	against	a	
living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man.
380.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“crime”	is	those	wrongs,	which	the	
Government	noSces	as	injurious	to	the	“public,”	and	punishes	in	what	is	called	a	“criminal	
proceedings”	in	its	own	name.		
381.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	disSncSon	between	a	“crime”	and	a	
“tort”	is	that	the	former	is	a	“breach”	and	violaSon	of	the	public	right	and	duSes	due	to	the	
whole	community	considered	as	such,	and	in	its	social	aggregate.		
382.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“public,”	“community,”	“social	
aggregate,”	and	the	like	which	comprises	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	is	composed	solely	of	“arSficial	persons,”	ens	legis	
corporate	enSSes	in	the	form	of	some	“office”,	e.g.	“office	of	a	person,”	“resident,”	“ciSzen,”	and	
the	like	operaSng,	funcSoning,	and	exisSng	as	a	mask	worn	by	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-
blood	man	as	an	actor	within	the	venue,	and	upon	the	stage,	of	the	corporate	juridical	construct	
and	bound	thereto,	and	therein,	through	nexus	of	contract	with	said	corporate	State/Federal	
juridical	construct;	and	said	“public,”	“community,”	“social	aggregate,”	and	the	like	is	not	
composed	of	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	men.
383.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man,	
and	specifically	the	Undersigned	in	relaSon	to	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	cannot	
commit	a	“crime”	or	“public	offense,”	and	cannot	cause	an	injury	to	an	arSficial	corporate	enSty	
exisSng	only	within	the	mind/imaginaSon	of	man	by	force	of,	or	in	contemplaSon	of,	law;	and	a	
“breach”	of	the	public	right	and	duSes	due	which	would	consStute	a	“crime”	or	“public”	offense	
or	would	be	“injurious”	to	the	public	,and	therefore	is	punished	in	the	name	of	the	THE	UNITED	
STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	is,	and	must,	ensue	
from	contract,	e.g.	between	the	Undersigned	and	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	binding	the	Undersigned	to	the	corporate	policy	
and	therefore	liable	for	“breaches”	thereof	on	the	part	of	the	Undersigned.		
384.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	
man	cannot	commit	a	“crime,”	“public	offense,”	or	injury	against	an	arSficial	corporate	
Government	juridical	construct,	its	“public,”	“community,”	“social	aggregate,”	and	the	like	which	
solely	exist	as	arSficial	enSSes	and	without	tangible	substance	or	actual	existence,	and	
specifically	as	this	relates	to	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	and	the	Undersigned,	a	convicSon,	sentence,	commitment,	and	
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term	of	imprisonment	for	a	non-existent	“crime”	or	“public	offense”	which	cannot	possibly	be	
carried	out	does	consStute	involuntary	slavery	and	servitude	in	violaSon	of	the	parent	
corporate	Government’s	Charter	at	the	alleged	XIIIth	and	XIVth	Amendments	thereto;	and	does	
therein,	and	thereby,	consStute	“ultra	vires”	acts	on	the	part	of	said	Government		actors/agents	
involved	therein.
385.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	all	poliScal	power	is	inherent	in	the	
“People”;	and	the	use	of	the	word/term	“people”	rather	than	“person”	as	elsewhere	within	the	
text	of	the	ConsStuSon/Charter	does	declare	beyond	any	doubt	the	People	are	the	sovereign	
poliScal	power	holders.		[See:	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America		c1819	Preamble;	
Art.	I,	§	2,	cl.	1;	Art	I,	§	3,	cl.	1;	Amends.	IX,	and	X]
386.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	principle	of	inherent	poliScal	power	
does	demonstrate	the	natural	law	and	the	natural	flow	of	delegated	power.
387.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	“common	usage”	the	word/term	
“person”	does	not	include	the	sovereign;	and	statutes/laws	which	use/employ	the	word/term	
“person”	are	construed	to	exclude	the	sovereign.		
388.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“People”	have	succeeded	to	the	rights	
of	the	King,	the	former	sovereign	of	the	state,	and	are	therefore	not	bound	by	“general	words”	
in	a	statute	without	being	expressly	named	therein.		
389.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	federal	corporaSon	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	
STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	does	fully	embrace	
the	sovereign	immunity	theory.		
390.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	living,	breathing	flesh-and-blood	
“People”	are	the	Sovereign’s,	without	subjects,	and	are	superior	to	the	alleged	government,	
regardless	of	form	and	construct.	
391.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	did	not	create	the	“office	of	Sovereign	poliScal	
power	holder”;	and	cannot	ascribe	penalSes	for	"breach”	of	said	“office"	not	supported	by	a	
contract	obtained	through	“full	disclosure"	wherein	a	“fair	or	valuable	consideraSon”	was	given.
392.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	decision	of	the	court	in	Hale	v.	Henkel	
does	contrast	the	Sovereign	paradigm	and	the	corporate	franchise	feudal	paradigm.		
393.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	use/employment	of	the	word/term	
“individual”	in	Hale	v.	Henkel	rather	than	“Sovereign”	as	in:	“The	individual	may	stand	upon	his	
consStuSonal	rights	as	a	ciSzen,...”	does	establish	and	demonstrate	the	principle	that	the	
Sovereign,	being	a	non-signatory	to	the	ConsStuSon	and	a	non-party	to	this	social	compact,	
therefore	has	no	rights	created	by	said	compact	as	his	rights,	i.e.	the	Sovereigns,	existed	by	the	
law	of	the	land	(common-law)	long	antecedent	to	the	organizaSon	of	the	State,	that	said	Rights	
are	inherent,	and	are	not	solely	“secured”	by	the	social	compact,	not	granted	thereby	nor	
created	therein;	and	said	ConsStuSonal	rights,	e.g.	The	Bill	of	Rights,	are	not	grants,	but	are	
rather	prohibiSons	as	they	operate	upon	the	agents	of	Government	through	contractual	nexus	
not	to	violate	them	in	respect	to	the	People,	and	not	to	construe	such	as	to	deny	or	disparage	
others	retained	by	the	People.
394.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	SUPREME	COURT	OF	THE	UNITED	
STATES,	or	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	has	not	overturned	Hale	v.	
Henkel,	or	any	of	the	various	issues	of	this	case.
395.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	Sovereign	man	cannot	be	named	in	a	
statute/law,	and	specifically	as	this	relates	to	and	bears	upon	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	
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OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	
and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	as	
merely	a	“person”	or	“any	person”	or	any	other	abstracSon	acSng	as	a	label,	and	thereby	failing	
to	name	the	Sovereign	by	specific	and	parScular	words.		
396.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	corporate	compact	territorial	
unit	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	charters	declares	all	“men”	are	free,	the	same	does	not	hold	true,	and	all	
“persons”	are	free.
397.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	

LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	
and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	in	using/
employing	the	word/term	“person,”	such	word/term	should	be	interpreted	to	mean	a	
corporaSon/corporately	colored	enSty.		
398.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	“aVorney”	is	an	“officer	of	the	court”,	
and	as	such,	is	an	“officer”	and	“arm”	of	the	State.		
399.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	“aVorney”	is	a	“State	Officer,”	and	as	
such	is	firmly	part	of	the	Judicial	Branch	of	the	State	allegedly	“licensed”	to	pracSce	law	by	the	
CHIEF	JUSTICE	of	the	SUPREME	COURT,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes.
400.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	“aVorney”,	i.e.	a	State	Officer	of	the	
Court	firmly	entrenched	in	the	Judicial	Branch	of	Government,	is	therefore	barred	under	the	
“SeparaSon	of	Powers”	Clause,	and	the	prohibiSon	of	mulSple	Stle	holdings	within	the	
ConsStuSon(s)/Charter(s)	of	both	the	State	and	federal	juridical	Government	constructs	from	
holding	any	posiSon	or	office	outside	the	judicial	branch	of	said	Government,	e.g.	office	of	the	
President/Governor,	office	of	a	RepresentaSve/Senator,	is	un-lawful	and	a	felony	as	defined	
within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes.
401.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	“aVorney’s”	first	duty	is	to	the	court	and	
public,	and	is	in	fact	not	to	the	client;	and	wherever	the	duSes	to	his	client	conflict	with	those	
he	owes	as	an	“officer	of	the	court”	in	the	administraSon	of	jusSce,	the	former	must	yield	to	the	
laVer;	and	such	duty	to	the	court	cannot	be	shirked	under	the	guise	of	represenSng	a	client.	
402.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	duty	of	an	“aVorney”	is	to	the	court	if	a	
liSgant	client’s	interest	threatens	a	STATE/FEDERAL	interest.		
403.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	an	“aVorney”	who	is	admiVed	to	pracSce,	
both	by	virtue	of	his	oath	of	office	and	customs	and	tradiSons	of	the	legal	professions,	does	owe	
to	the	court	the	highest	duty	of	fidelity	as	an	“esquire”,	i.e.	a	shield	bearer,	to	the	master	he	
serves.		
404.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	all	courtrooms	in	America	today,	and	
specifically	the	alleged	“court	of	record”	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	are	
commercial	market	places	dealing	in	maVers	bearing	exclusively	upon	the	private,	commercial	
scrip	known	as	“Federal	Reserve	Notes”	(F.R.N.’s),	under	the	jurisdicSon	of	a	foreign,	occupying,	
militarisSc	power,	that	are	managed	from	the	“bench”	from	the	Italian	“banca”	for	“bank”	
which	is	broken	in	half,	i.e.	bankrupt,	administered	by	merchant	bankers	called,	inter	alia,	judges	
and	magistrates;	and	who	are	enforcing	private,	copyrighted,	corporate	policy	known	as,	inter	
alia,	“Code(s)”,	which	is	wholly	owned	by	BriSsh	CorporaSons	under	the	aegis	of	The	Crown.
405.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man	by	
retaining	or	accepSng	the	services	of	an	“aVorney,”	to	speak	or	file	wriVen	documents	for	him,	
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is	assumed,	presumed,	deemed,	construed,	and	the	like	to	be	“non	compos	menSs”,	i.e.	not	
mentally	competent.
406.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man	
presumed,	deemed,	construed,	and	the	like	to	be	“non	compos	menSs”	is	further	damned	as	
being	a	“ward	of	the	court.”
407.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	living,	breathing,	flesh-and-blood	man	
considered	to	be	a	“ward	of	the	court”	does	lose	all	his	rights,	and	will	not	be	permiVed	to	do	
anything	therein.
408.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	creaSon	of	these	“corporate	franchises”,	
i.e.	all-capital-leVer	enSSes,	e.g.	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	defendant	within	the	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	did	accomplish	two	(2)	primary	objecSves,	to	wit:	1)	Taking	
away	absolute	property	rights	(in	personam),	and	2)	Replace	same	with	personal	property	rights	
(in	rem)	regardless	of	race.
409.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“in	personam”	jurisdicSon	does	not	any	
longer	apply	to	the	average	man,	and	has	become	a	“mask”	(personae)	by	which	he	is	
defrauded,	raped,	pillaged,	and	plundered.	
410.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	these	“corporate	franchises”	are	laboring	
under	a	conclusive	presumpSon	(statutorily	imposed),	judicially	established,	that	they	are	
“ciSzens”	and	“subjects”	of	the	State	of	incorporaSon,	i.e.	port	of	entry	(state	of	birth	of	the	
man	and	State	of	berth	of	the	“vessel”)	for	which	an	estoppel	has	been	imposed	upon	anyone	
not	denying	such	ciSzenship.	
411.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	estoppels	cannot	be	imposed	upon	a	
presumpSon	by	statute	or	otherwise.
412.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“corporate	franchise”	is	defined	non-
obstante	as	“The	right	to	exist	and	do	business	as	a	corporaSon.	The	right	or	privilege	granted	
by	the	state	or	Government	to	the	persons	forming	an	aggregate	corporaSon,	and	their	
successors,	to	exist	and	do	business	as	a	corporaSon,	and	to	exercise	the	rights	and	powers	
incidental	to	that	form	of	organizaSon,	under	‘contract,’	or	necessarily	implied	in	the	grant.”
413.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	Charter	of	a	corporaSon,	e.g.	the	Charter/
ConsStuSon	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	1871,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	is	said	corporaSon’s	“general	franchise”,	and	a	“special	franchise”	does	consist	
in	any	rights	granted	by	the	“public”	to	use	property	for	“public	use”	but	with	private	profit.	
414.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“franchise”	is	a	“capital	asset”	resulSng	in	
capital	gain	or	loss,	depending	on	whether	all	significant	powers,	rights,	or	conSnuing	
“interests”	are	“transferred”	(arer	the	fact)	pursuant	to	the	sale	of	a	“franchise.”		
415.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“capital	asset”	is	not	inclusive	of	a	man	as	
a	resource,	i.e.	a	man	being,	i.e.	biological	“goods.”
416.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“transfer”	of	property	is	an	act	of	the	
parSes,	or	of	the	law,	by	which	the	Stle	to	property	is	conveyed	from	one	man	or	person	to	
another	man	or	person;	the	sale	and	every	other	method,	direct	or	indirect,	of	disposing	of,	or	
parSng,	with	property	or	with	an	“interest”	therein,	or	with	the	possession	thereof	(always	by	
delivery	or	“livery	of	seisen”),	or	of	fixing	a	secret	indelible	mariSme	lien	upon	property	or	upon	
an	“interest”	therein,	absolutely	or	condiSonally,	voluntarily	or	involuntarily,	by,	or	without,	
judicial	proceedings,	as	a	conveyance,	sale,	payment,	pledge,	hypothecaSon,	mortgage,	lien,	
encumbrance,	gir,	security,	or	otherwise.		
417.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“transfer”	is	an	“assignment”	or	
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“conveyance”	of	property,	including	an	instrument	or	document	that	“vests”	in	the	transferee	
such	rights	as	the	transferor	had	therein;	and	is	a	general	term,	i.e.	all-encompassing	term,	used	
by	the	Uniform	Commercial	Code	as	Codified	in	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	
LOCAL	equivalents,	and	CODE	OF	FEDERAL	REGULATIONS,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	
to	describe	the	act	that	passes	an	“interest”	in	an	instrument	to	another.		
418.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	it	is	the	retenSon	or	relinquishment	of	this	
“interest”	in	every	species	of	contract	that	determines	who	the	Creditor	and	who	the	Debtor	
are	and	said	parSes	“reasonable	expectaSons”	as	to	whom	will	succeed	in	any	contract	dispute	
arising	from	such	a	legal	or	commercial	transacSon.
419.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	“transfer”	means	every	mode,	
direct	or	indirect,	absolute	or	condiSonal,	voluntary	or	involuntary,	in	disposing	or	parSng	with	
property	or	with	an	“interest”	in	property,	it	may	include	retenSon	of	the	“res”	and	Stle	(the	
“legal	interest”)	upon	proper	terms,	as	a	“security	interest,”	or	foreclosure	of	the	debtors	equity	
of	redempSon,	as	an	un-liquidated	claim	to	the	holder	in	due	course,	having	given	value	and	
secured	the	accrued	right	of	acSon	for	enforcement	purposes.		
420.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	these	“corporate	franchises”	are	governed	
by	the	mariSme	law	of	England.		
421.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	Title	28	of	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	Federal	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure	(F.R.Civ.P.),	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	is	an	admiralty	rule	book	which	governs	ALL	disputes	over	
mariSme	contracts	“in	rem,”	or	“quasi	in	rem,”	and	“acSons”	or	“transacSons”	that	impose	a	
debt,	duty,	obligaSon,	or	liability,	e.g.	an	un-liquidated	claim	and	an	accrued	right	of	acSon;	and	
said	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure	as	adopted	and	in	use/employment	within	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	
OF	AMERICA,	and	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	as	contained	in	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	
STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	are	also	an	admiralty	rule	book	aping	its	corporate	parent’s	
Rule	Book.		
422.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	is	a	two	(2)-part	test	to	determine	
existence	of	tradiSonal	admiralty	jurisdicSon,	and	those	two	(2)	parts	are:	1)	It	must	be	
established;	and	2)	It	must	be	proven.		
423.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	is	a	four	(4)	part	test	to	determine	
tradiSonal	mariSme	jurisdicSon,	and	those	four	(4)	parts	are:	1)	What	are	the	funcSons	and	rule	
of	the	parSes	(the	terms	of	the	contract);	2)	What	are	the	types	of	vehicles	and	
instrumentaliSes	used	(reward	contract	and	duty	to	perform);	3)	What	is	the	causaSon	(breach	
of	contract	and	duty	to	perform)	and	type	of	injury	(breach	of	warranty	to	pay	-	by	the	
fraudulent	debtor);	and	4)	Can	the	tradiSonal	concepts	of	rule	of	admiralty	law	be	applied	(who	
is	the	debtor	and	who	is	the	creditor).		
424.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	ALL	contracts	with	Government,	i.e.	THE	
UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents	sub-franchise	compact	
territorial	State	units,	be	they	real	or	presumed,	express	or	implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed	are	
mariSme	in	their	nature,	and	are	therefore	of	admiralty	jurisdicSon.	
425.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	case/maVer	in	admiralty	does	not	in	fact	
arise	under	the	ConsStuSon	or	Laws	of	the	United	States	of	America.		
426.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	in	1697,	the	BriSsh	Board	of	Trade,	under	
the	NavigaSon	Act,	did	establish	vice-admiralty	courts	set-up	under	the	Townsend	Acts,	to	
provide	a	separate	forum	for	“corporate	franchise”	merchants	under	license,	or	charter	of	the	
king,	to	resolve	contractual	disputes	over	the	“transfer”	or	“conveyance”	of	“interests”	in	
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property,	as	well	as	property	itself;	more	oren	than	not,	being	disputes	over	“chaVel	paper,”	as	
opposed	to	money	of	different	weight	and	fineness	having	numismaSc	or	intrinsic	value,	and	
said	disputes	generally	involving	a	controversy	over	the	“transfer”	of	an	“interest”	(res	and	Stle)	
to	the	property	involved,	or	upon	the	terms	or	condiSons	of	its	delivery	(livery	of	seisen);	and	
said	merchant	system	was	introduced	in	England	since	before	1290	A.D.	;	and	did	evolve	into	a	
system	of	registraSon,	first	called	“The	Great	Exchequer	of	the	Jews,”	which	operated	to	effect	a	
security	transacSon	and	livery	of	seisen	(Jewish	mortgage;	i.e.,	a	“dead-gage,”	a	pawn	or	pledge;	
something	deposited	as	security	for	the	performance	of	some	act	or	the	payment	of	money	
which,	on	failure	or	non-performance,	is	forfeited.	A	mortgage	being	a	dead-gage	as	whatever	
profit	it	yields,	it	redeems	not	itself	unless	the	whole	amount	secured	is	paid	at	the	appointed	
Sme),	which	did	have	more	influence	upon	the	common-law	(legal)	mortgage	than	is	generally	
believed,	which,	today	is	called	a	legal	and/or	equitable	(contractual)	mortgage	through	the	
registraSon	of	any	wriVen	document/instrument,	e.g.	the	registraSon	of	live	birth	of	a	child,	
that	describes	the	property	and	transfers	a	security	interest	in	the	property,	to	effect	a	lien	and	
secure	contract	obligaSons,	e.g.	a	U.C.C.-1	Financing	Statement.	
427.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	system	of	admiralty	and/or	mariSme	
jurisdicSon	has	evolved	today	to	the	point	that	whenever	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	
STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	is	a	party	to	an	acSon,	“Chancery”	is	
adopted	which	jurisdicSon	is	conferred	on	federal	and	State	courts	by	the	ConsStuSon,	now	
statute	and	charter,	and	usages	of	“Chancery”	in	England	whom	furnish	Chancery	law	that	is	
exercised.	
428.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“Chancery”	jurisdicSon	is	synonymous	with	
“general	equity	jurisdicSon,”	which	is	pracSced	according	to	STATE	law	or	LOCAL	pracSce;	and	is	
pracSced	according	to	the	law	of	England.		
429.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“Chancery”	jurisdicSon	is	a	“special”	
mariSme	jurisdicSon	“in	rem.”
430.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“in	rem”	is	a	technical	term	used	to	
designate	proceedings	or	acSons	insStuted	against	the	“thing”	(res),	in	contradisSncSon	to	
personal	acSons	which	are	“in	personam”;	and	do	include	judgments	of	property	as	forfeited	
(or	forfeitable	as	property	previously	pledged	or	hypothecated).		
431.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“Chancery”	or	“General	Equity”	jurisdicSon	
is	ordinarily	exercised	to	enforce	pledges,	trusts,	uses,	confidences,	and	other	forms	of	
contracts;	and	does	come	to	America	right	out	of	the	“King	and	Queen’s	Bench,”	regarding	the	
law	for	bankruptcy	and	insolvent	debtors;	and	is	separate	and	disSnct	from	the	lex	non-scripta	
(Anglo-saxon	common-law).		
432.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“forfeiture”	is	an	acSon	of	debt,	and	as	
such,	does	begin	in	admiralty	whether	on	land	or	navigable	water.		
433.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	it	has	been	stated	that	the	forms	of	
proceeding	between	acSons	at	law	and	suits	in	equity	have	been	abolished,	such	is	misleading;	
and	such	proceedings	have	rather	been	judicially	merged	as	of	1938	and	1966;	and	the	
difference	in	substance	between	law	and	equity	is	firmly	imbedded	in	the	ConsStuSon,	and	
does	remain	unaltered.		
434.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	mariSme	jurisdicSon	is	implemented	by	“in	
rem”	or	“quasi	in	rem”	aVachment	over	the	“res”;	and	does	depend	upon	the	actual	physical	
control	of	the	“res”	at	the	Sme	liSgaSons	are	begun;	and	such	mariSme	jurisdicSon	“in	rem”	
over	the	“res”	is	judicially	recognized	by	the	Supreme	Court.		
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435.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“aVachment”	is	the	act	or	process	of	taking,	
“apprehending,”	or	seizing	persons	or	property,	by	virtue	of	a	writ,	summons,	or	other	judicial	
order	(“warrant	of	arrest”),	and	bringing	the	same	into	the	custody	of	the	law	for	the	purpose	of	
bringing	a	person	(e.g.,	an	absconding,	concealed,	or	fraudulent	debtor)	before	the	court	for	
acquiring	jurisdicSon	over	the	property	seized,	to	compel	an	appearance,	to	furnish	security	for	
debt	or	costs,	or	to	arrest	a	fund	in	the	hands	of	a	third	party	(garnishment/Custom	of	London);	
and	is	a	remedy	ancillary	to	an	acSon	by	which	a	plainSff,	specifically	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	as	in	the	above	referenced	
alleged	maVer,	is	enabled	to	acquire	a	lien	(mortgage)	upon	property	or	effects	of	the	“named”	
alleged	defendant,	and	specifically	the	“named”	alleged	defendant	within	the	above	referenced	
alleged	maVer,	for	saSsfacSon	of	judgment,	which	plainSff	may	obtain	where	the	alleged	
defendant	and	the	Undersigned	is	a	non-resident,	or	beyond	the	territorial	jurisdicSon	of	the	
court,	his	goods	or	lands	within	the	territory	may	be	seized	upon	process	of	“aVachment”;	
whereby	he	will	be	compelled	to	enter	an	appearance,	or	the	court	acquires	jurisdicSon	so	far	
as	to	dispose	of	the	property	aVached;	and	said	form	of	“aVachment”	is	also	termed	“foreign	
aVachment”;	and	such	a	proceeding	does	become	in	substance	one	“in	rem”	against	the	
aVached	property	which	more	properly	does	belong	to	a	process	otherwise	familiarly	known	as	
“garnishment,”	a	peculiar	and	ancient	remedy	open	to	creditors	within	the	jurisdicSon	of	the	
city	of	London	(Custom	of	London);	and	is	a	power	and	process	variously	denominated	as	
“garnishment,”	“trustee	process,”	or	“factorizing.”		
	436.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	alleged	warrant	of	arrest	used/
employed	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	is	in	nature,	and	actuality,	some	manner	
and	form	of	“aVachment”	proceeding	according	to	equity	rather	than	proceeding	according	to	
common-law.
437.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“law	of	persons	and	things”	is	the	“law	
of	status”;	and	the	“law	of	things”	is	the	“law	of	property”,	or	beVer	yet,	“contract.”
438.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	a	“person”	as	such	word/term	is	
used/employed	within	statutes/laws/codes/regulaSons/rules/ordinances,	and	the	like,	and	
specifically	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	including	but	
not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	
that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	is	not	a	subject	of	“rights”	(“person	of	
inherence”	[enStled])	and	duSes	(“person	of	incidence”	[bound]),	and	as	a	subject	of	a	right,	
the	“person”	is	the	object	of	the	correlaSve	duty,	such	“rights	are	not	“legal	rights”;	which	are	
not	more	properly	and	accurately	defined	as	“benefits/privileges”;	and	“duty”	is	more	properly	
and	accurately	defined	as	“obligaSons”,	which	do	arise	from	the	acceptance	(possession)	and	
“use”	of	such	“rights”;	and	this	correlaSve	relaSonship	of	“benefits	and	obligaSons”	does	arise	
from	“contract”	between	the	parSes,	real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	implied,	revealed	or	
unrevealed.	
439.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	where	a	“benefit(s)”	is	compelled,	and	
specifically	if	said	“benefit(s)”	is	in	the	nature	of	an	economic	benefit(s),	the	correlaSve	
“obligaSon”	cannot	be	enforced,	compelled,	demanded,	extracted,	and	the	like.		
440.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	President	Lincoln	did	replace	the	
ConsStuSon,	law,	custom,	and	tradiSon	of	America	with	Roman	Civil	Law	by	JusSnian,	which	
was	available	as	a	codified	whole,	and	of	which	he	was	an	able	scholar.
441.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	principle	of	“novaSon”,	i.e.	the	
subsStuSon	of	an	old	debt	with	a	new	one,	contained	within	the	Roman	Civil	Law,	did	not	exist	
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in	America	prior	to	the	Civil	War	and	Congressional	Walk-Out	of	the	Southern	states	therefrom,	
and	said	Congress’	reconvening	under	marSal	law	by	President	Lincoln	in	his	capacity	as	
Commander-In-Chief.
442.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	principle	of	“novaSon”	is	accomplished	
by	the	registraSon,	recording,	and	enrollment	of	the	birth	document/instrument	(however	
termed/styled)	of	a	new	born	child	when	the	“interest”	in	biological	property/goods	is	
transferred	and	recorded,	originally	at	the	County	Recorder’s	Office,	sent	to	the	Secretary	of	
State,	exported	to	the	Department	of	Commerce	through	the	Bureau	of	the	Census	therein,	and	
thereof,	thereby	effectuaSng	the	process	of	“conversion”	of	a	man’s	life,	labor,	and	property	to	a	
“capital	asset”	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	and	said	process	of	“novaSon”	being	complete	and	raSfied	when	said	child/
man	assents	to	being	a	debtor	by	submivng	an	applicaSon	for	a	benefit,	privilege,	immunity,	or	
opportunity	from	any	branch,	agency,	or	instrumentality	of	the	parent	municipal	for-profit	
corporate	Government	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	therein	creaSng	the	obligaSon	of	a	debtor	to	repay	or	perform	
for	which	the	“privilege”	of	“limited	liability”	for	debts	is	extended	to	the	new	debtor.
443.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	concept	and	principle	of	“limited	
liability”	was,	and	is,	taken	from	and	developed	from	the	Roman	Church’s	pracSce	of	peddling	
“indulgences.”
444.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“conveyances”	whether	effectuated	by	
pledge,	hypothecaSon,	or	otherwise	which	will	thereby	render	a	man	insolvent,	without	“fair	
consideraSon”	is	fraudulent.		
445.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	all	modern	FEDERAL	and	STATE	law,	and	
specifically	the	so-called	law	as	contained	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	
and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	
does	appear	in	the	form	of	codes	paVerned	arer	the	Code	of	JusSnian,	and	oren	following	it	in	
places	exactly.
446.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	Roman	Civil	Law	is	a	perversion	of	“private	
law.”
447.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	Roman	Civil	Law	is	also	known	as	“Black	
LeVer	Law,”	a	term	which	does	refer	to	the	laws	of	“servitude”	to	the	church	or	king,	for	which	
use/employment	of	the	color/word/term	“Black”	is	symbolic	of	the	unquesSonable	(ex	
cathedra)	authority	of	the	priest	(judges/legislators)	dictates	(private	conscience),	when	clothed	
in	his	morning	robe.
448.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	this	“Black	LeVer	Law”	does	form	the	basis	
of	all	law,	both	STATE	and	FEDERAL,	and	specifically	that	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	as	allegedly	promulgated	
within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	and/or	
specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	
alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	and	does	represent	the	most	insidious	form	of	slavery	
of	mind,	which	is	effectuated	by	entrapment	through	one-sided	(unilateral),	or	implied,	
contracts	which	a	man	is	never	aware	of	unSl	he	is	hammered	with	compelled	performance.
449.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“private	law”	is	the	“conscience	law”	of	one	
being,	or	enSty,	acSng	as	an	alleged	“source	of	authority”;	and	there	is	liberty	of	conscience,	of	
choice	of	contract	as	to	its	terms;	and	the	“offeror”	of	ALL	Roman	Civil	Law	Governments	is	
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based	upon	the	personal	beliefs	of	the	Emperor	(Governor/President/Chief-ExecuSve	Officer);	
and	acceptance	is	signified	by	“tacit	procuraSon”	wherein,	and	whereby,	silence	equates	to	
“consent.”
450.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“Public	Policy”	is	“private	law.”	
451.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“conscience”	of	“private	law”	was	not	
meant	to	operate	in	forming,	or	influencing,	“public	law”	or	“policy.”
452.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“conscience”	of	“private	law”	cannot	
operate	without	bilateral	contracts,	i.e.	a	contract	in	which	both	contracSng	parSes	are	bound	
to	fulfill	obligaSons	reciprocally	towards	each	other	containing	mutual	promises	between	the	
parSes	(each	party	being	both	promisor	and	promisee),	and	one	which	includes	both	rights	and	
duSes	on	each	side,	unless	it	was	through	a	“trust,”	or	“confidence”	reposed.
453.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“private	law”	has	always	been	concerned	
with	“bilateral	contract”;	and	can	only	be	used	in,	or	by,	Lawful	Government	for	establishing	
private	commercial	relaSons	called	“licenses.”		
454.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“Public	Law”	for	“private	use”	does	protect	
the	idenSty	of	the	People	apart	from	civil	Government,	and	Roman	Civil	Law	does	not	allow	for	
this.		
455.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	court’s	decision	in	Hale	v.	Henkel	as	
cited	supra,	does	mark	the	beginning	of	a	“collecSve	enSty	rule”;	and	does	establish	the	line	of	
demarcaSon	between	“private	law”	to	secure	private	unalienable	Rights,	as	disSnguished	from	
“public	law”	for	public	commercial	use,	which,	operaSng	therein,	and	thereby,	binds	a	man	to	
all	obligaSons	ensuing	or	arising	therefrom.		

456.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	1zx	Amendment	to	the	ConsStuSon	for	
the	United	States	of	America	c1819,	now	adopted	Charter	of	the	federal	municipal	for-profit	
corporate	juridical	construct	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	in	its	use/employment	of	the	word/term	“religion”	does	refer	to	
“conscience”,	i.e.	what	a	man	believes	in	his	conscience	is	his	religion;	and	is	therefore	a	
prohibiSon	upon	the	agents	of	said	Government	to	prevent	one	man’s,	or	a	group	of	men’s,	
personal	conscience	from	being	legislated	into	law	as	“public	policy,”	thereby	enjoining	
Government	from	interfering	with	a	man’s	right	to	express	his	conscience	by	making	any	‘public	
policy’	based	upon	it.		
457.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	legislature,	and	specifically	the	CONGRESS	
of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	
does	not	have	any	authority,	or	right,	to	obstruct	through	“Public	Law”	or	“Public	Policy”	the	
obedience	of	a	man,	and	specifically	the	Undersigned,	which	would	cause	such	man	to	
transgress	the	Law	of	his	Creator.		
458.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	whereas	the	Undersigned	serves	the	
Supreme	Heavenly	Jehovah	the	Living	God	YHWH/JHVH;	and	whereas	a	man	cannot	serve	two	
masters	or	he	will	tend	to	the	one	and	despise	the	other;	the	Undersigned	does	not	have	and/or	
owe	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	ANY	obedience,	service,	duty,	obligaSon,	or	the	like	based	upon	lawful	
principals	and	or	contract(s),	real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed.
459.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	prior	to	the	ReconstrucSon	Acts	and	the	
alleged	XIVth	Amendment	of	the	federal	corporate	juridical	construct’s	Charter,	courts	did	not	
have	jurisdicSon	of	non-XIVth	Amendment	Trust	“res,”;	and	a	want	of	a	privity	contract,	or	
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contract	itself,	did	act	to	deprive	it	of	said	jurisdicSon	over	and	within	said	maVers.
460.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“privity	of	contract,”	or	“contract”	itself,	is	
the	dividing	line	between	a	court	having	“subject-maVer	jurisdicSon,”	and	“jurisdicSon	of	the	
subject-maVer.”
461.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man,	and	specifically	the	Undersigned,	
does	have	to	“contract”	into	the	jurisdicSon	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes;	and	at	the	heart	of	every	“contract”	does	lie	a	
mystery	involving	the	“transfer	of	the	interest	in	property,”	which	every	“contract”	embraces.
462.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	ruling	decision	in	Hanson	v.	Deckla	does	
sustain	the	proposiSon	that	the	XIVth	AMENDMENT	to	the	federal	municipal	for-profit	
corporate	juridical	construct’s	Charter	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	
LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,		can,	and	does,	work	in	favor	of	non-XIVth	Amendment	
men,	and	specifically	the	Undersigned;	and	it	does	establish	a	dividing	line	between	public	
(municipal)	law	and	private	law,	i.e.	jus	genSum	publicum	v.	jus	genSum	privatum,	which	are	
both	internaSonal	in	character.		
463.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	House	Joint	ResoluSon	-	192	(HJR-192)	is	
mutable	by	will;	and	a	man,	and	specifically	the	Undersigned,	cannot	be	compelled	to	act	as	a	
bankrupt	or	insolvent	under	private	law	for	public	charitable	purposes.		
464.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	General	Assembly	(legislature)	of	the	
THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	is	not	a	
body	which	sits	according	to	law	of	“PosiSve	Act”;	and	does	rather	sit	by	“resoluSon”,	i.e.	
expressing	an	“opinion,”	the	subject	maVer	of	which	would	not,	and	does	not,	consStute	a	
statute/law.		
465.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“ReconstrucSon	Acts”	and	the	allegd	
XIVth	Amendment	to	the	corporate	parent’s	ConsStuSon/Charter	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	has	allowed	one	man’s	
religious	conscience	in	the	ExecuSve	Branch	thereof,	in	his	capacity	as	Commander-In-Chief,	to	
dictate	“public	policy”	based	solely	upon	his	claim	that	“I	am	the	State”	in	the	eyes	of	
InternaSonal	Law;	and	said	“public	policy”	does	become	the	religious	conscience	of	every	
member	of	the	alleged	XIVth	Amendment	eleemosynary	corporate	church	State	“public	trust”	
whom	have	rewriVen	their	ConsStuSons	to	conform	to	it.
466.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man’s	parScipaSon	within	this	“public	
trust”	scheme	was,	and	is,	voluntary.
467.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Vth	Amendment	to	the	ConsStuSon	for	
the	United	States	of	America	c1819,	and	as	adopted	by	the	federal	municipal	for-profit	
corporate	Government	juridical	construct	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	the	
STATE	OF	…	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	does	pertain	to	the	People	of	the	states.		
468.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Vth	Amendment,	unlike	the	alleged	
XIVth	Amendment	to	the	respecSve	CONSTITUTIONS	of	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	
OF	…	equivalents,	does	not	have	an	equal	protecSon	clause;	and	has	not	been	incorporated	into	
the	XIVth	Amendment.		
469.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	all	contracts,	whether	express	or	implied,	
are	subject	to	the	universal	“essenSals”	of	“contract	law,”	pertaining	to	the	fundamentals	of	the	
interacSon	between	the	parSes.
	470.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“contract”	is	an	agreement,	e.g.	as	will	be	
set,	and	established,	by	the	parSes	to	this	CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	For	Proof	of	Claim	
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between	two	or	more	men/persons,	which	creates	an	obligaSon	to	do,	or	not	to	do,	a	parScular	
thing.
471.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“essenSal”	elements	of	“contract”	are	1)	
parSes	capable	of	contracSng;	2)	consent;	3)	lawful	object;	4)	a	sufficient	cause	or	
consideraSon;	5)	mutuality	of	agreement;	and	6)	mutuality	of	obligaSon.		
472.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“agreement”	cannot	be	vague,	i.e.	certain	
and	suscepSble	to	being	understood.		
473.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	“essenSals”	of	“consent”	are	it	must	be	
1)	free;	2)	mutual;	and	3)	communicated	by	each	to	the	other.	
474.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“consent”	is	an	act	of	reason,	accompanied	
with	deliberaSon,	wherein	the	mind	is	weighing	in	a	balance	the	good	(benefit)	and	evil	(duty/
obligaSon)	of	a	proposed/offered	“contract.”		
475.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“consent”	does	mean	“voluntary”	
agreement	by	a	man	to	make	an	intelligent	choice	to	contract	or	not	to	contract.
476.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“consent”	and	“submission”	are	not	
synonymous;	and	a	mere	“submission”	does	not	necessarily	involve	“consent.”		
477.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“consent”	cannot	be	obtained,	and	is	not	
free	and	mutual,	when	obtained	through	duress,	menace,	fraud,	undue	influence,	and	or	
mistake.
478.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“fraud”	is	an	intenSonal	perversion	of	the	
truth	to	induce	another,	e.g.	the	Undersigned	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	in	
reliance	thereon	to	part	with	a	valuable	thing	or	legal	right	belonging	to	him,	and/or	a	false	
representaSon	of	a	maVer	of	fact,	whether	by	words	or	by	conduct,	false	or	misleading	
allegaSons,	or	concealment	of	that	which	should	have	been	disclosed,	which	deceives,	and	is	
intended	to	deceive	another,	so	he	acts	upon	it	to	his	injury	embracing	all	mulSfarious	means	a	
man	can	devise	to	gain	advantage	over	another,	e.g.	false	suggesSon,	suppression	of	the	truth,	
surprise,	trick,	cunning,	dissembling,	and	any	unfair	way	by	which	another	is	cheated.
479.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“fraud”	does	viSate,	i.e.	make	void,	cause	to	
fail	of	force,	affect	or	effect,	destroy	or	annul	the	legal	efficacy	and	binding	force	of	an	act	or	
instrument,	every	transacSon	and	all	contracts;	and	does	destroy	the	validity	of	everything	into	
which	it	enters,	even	the	most	solemn	contracts,	documents,	and	even	judgments.		
480.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“fraud”	and	“bad	faith”	(mala	fides)	are	
synonymous;	and	both	terms	are	synonymous	with	dishonesty,	infidelity,	faithlessness,	perfidy,	
and	unfairness.	
481.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“fraud”	is	always	posiSve	and	intenSonal.		
482.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“fraud”	does	comprise	all	acts,	omissions,	
and	concealments	involving	a	breach	of	a	legal	or	equitable	duty	and	resulSng	in	damage	to	
another.		
483.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	ConsStuSon/Charter,	be	it	State	or	
Federal,	is	a	contract.		
484.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	rights	and	duSes/obligaSons	contained	
within,	and	arising	from,	a	contract	do	only	effect	and	bind	parSes	to	said	contract.	
485.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	parSes	to	a	contract	are	determined	by	
signature.
486.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	not	a	signatory	to	a	contract	does	not	
have	any	rights;	and	does	not	have/owe	any	duSes/obligaSons	therein,	and/or	arising	
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therefrom.
487.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	ConsStuSon/Charter	does	not	operate	over,	and	
upon,	the	Undersigned.
488.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	are	not	clauses	in	the	Federal	
ConsStuSon/Charter	that	subject	the	Undersigned	to	the	“statutory	jurisdicSon”	of	the	THE	
UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes.
489.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNITED	STATESOF	AMERICA,	STATE	
OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	ConsStuSon/Charter	does	operate	solely	over	
and	upon	only	“office”	holders,	i.e,	inter	alia:	officers,	employees,	agents,	residents,	ciSzens,	
public,	and	or	persons	of	said	corporate	Government	juridical	constructs.
490.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	as	a	non-party	and	non-
signatory	to	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/
instrumentaliSes,	ConsStuSon/Charter	does	not	have	any	rights	therein,	or	arising	there	from;	
and	does	not	owe	any	duty/obligaSon	thereto.
491.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	were	not	at	the	Sme	of	the	alleged	
violaSon(s)	of	statute(s)/law(s)/code(s)	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	and	are	not	
now	this	present	day,	any	valid,	lawful,	enforceable	“contracts,”	real	or	presumed,	expressed	or	
implied,	revealed	or	unrevealed,	between	the	Undersigned	and	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	wherein	there	was	“full	
disclosure,”	“fair	or	valuable	consideraSon,”	free	and	mutual	“consent,”	of	which	the	alleged	
“court	of	record”	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	took	tacit	(silent),	or	express,	
judicial	noSce	of	to	bind	therein	the	Undersigned	to	the	“private	law”	in	support	of	a	“private	
right”	of	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	STATEOF	…	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	as	
contained	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/

instrumentaliSes,	and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9tu,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	
implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	for	a	“breach”	thereof,	
and	acSng	to	confer	“subject-maVer	jurisdicSon”	of	the	alleged	“breach”	upon	the	court,	and	
thereby	allowing	it	to	acquire	the	authority,	right,	and	power	to	decide,	make	orders,	and	
judgments	binding	and	of	legal	force,	affect	and	effect	over,	and	upon,	the	Undersigned.
492.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	
OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	does	not	have	a	perfected,	or	otherwise,	superior	claim,	i.e.	lien	
hold	interest,	in	the	Undersigned,	the	Undersigned’s	Debtor,	i.e.	the	all-capital-leVer	“named’	
alleged	defendant	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	and	the	Undersigned’s	property.
493.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	is	the	perfected	superior	
lien	hold	claimant	and	principal	Creditor	of	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	defendant	
(Debtor)	in	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	and	property	held	in	said	“name.”
494.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“name”	of	the	alleged	
defendant	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	does	not	reference	and/or	idenSfy	the	
Undersigned.
495.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	did	not	agree	to	
subordinate	the	Undersigned’s	“perfected	security	interest”	in	the	Debtor,	i.e.	the	all-capital-
leVer	“named”	alleged	defendant	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	and	property	to	
the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes.
496.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	is	not	the	



www-scannedretina.com End the corruption - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress

All rights reserved - Without recourse - 68 of 94 - arnie@arnierosner.com - 714-964-4056

“accommodaSon	party,”	“surety,”	“fiduciary,”	and	the	like	of	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	
alleged	defendant	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer;	and	is	Secured	Party,	Holder-in-
Due-Course,	Real-Party-in-Interest,	Grantor,	Bailor,	Administrator,	Creditor,	Custodian,	and/or	
Beneficiary	for	same.
497.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	and	
STATE	OF…	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	did	become	a	“corporate	enSty”;	and	did	thereby	lay	
down	its	sovereignty	and	take	on	the	character	of	a	private	ciSzen;	and	cannot	exercise	power	
which	is	not	derived	from	the	corporate	Charter/ConsStuSon.	
498.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	
the	Prosecutor	did	not	post	any	indemnity	bond	to	indemnify	his	acSons	of	any	injury	to	the	
Undersigned.
499.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	facts	as	set,	established,	and	thereby	
agreed	upon	by	the	parSes	to	this	CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	For	Proof	of	Claim,	i.e.	
Respondent(s)	and	the	Undersigned,	do	apply,	and	operate	within,	and	upon,	any	and	all	
previous	alleged	maVers	irrespecSve	and	regardless	of	what	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	may	have	stated.
500.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	is	not,	and	was	not,	a	party	
to	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer;	and	was	rather	a	non-party	thereto;	and	said	maVer/
dispute	was	solely	between	ficSonal	enSSes.
501.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	all-capital-leVer	“named”	alleged	
defendant	and	the	Undersigned	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	did	not	appear	in	
court;	and	did	not	enter	a	plea;	and	did	not	waive	or	consent	to	the	court’s	jurisdicSon;	and	was	
absent	from	court.
502.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	of	the	real	parSes	to,	and	within,	the	
above	referenced	alleged	maVer	are	not	solvent;	and	do	not	possess	the	capacity	to	sue	and	be	
sued,	or	sue	or	be	sued	in	“RepresentaSve	Capacity”;	and	cannot	and	did	not	appear	in	court	in	
said	alleged	maVer.
503.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	offenses	created	by	statute(s)	as	contained	
within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	
including	but	not	limited	to	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	
based	upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	are	not	created	by	common-law;	and	
are	offenses	“malum	prohibitum”;	i.e.	crimes	only	because	prohibited	by	statute(s)	(statutory	
offense(s)).
504.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	statutes	as	contained	within	the	UNITED	
STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	including	but	not	limited	to	
THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	upon	that	alleged	
authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	do	not	operate	over,	and	upon,	the	Undersigned.
505.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	“statutory	jurisdicSon”	is	not	a	lawful	
jurisdicSon,	not	lawfully	created	by	the	“fundamental	law	of	the	land”	or	common-law;	and	that	
the	Undersigned	is	not	subject	thereto,	and	is	not	bound	thereto,	in	any	form	or	manner,	
contractually	or	otherwise.
506.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNIFORM	COMMERCIAL	CODE	as	
codified	within	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	
and	CODE	OF	FEDERAL	REGULATIONS,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	is	
the	controlling/governing	law	of,	and	within,	the	alleged	“court	of	record”	within	the	above	
referenced	alleged	maVer.
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507.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	“negoSable	instrument”	is	a	promise	or	
order	to	pay	and/or	perform;	and,	inter	alia	warrant	of	arrest,	charging	document	(Indictment),	
orders,	and	judgment,	and	specifically	such	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer,	are	
“negoSable	instruments”,	and	are	therefore	governed	by	the	NegoSable	Instrument	Law	as	
made	uniform	within	ArScle	3	of	the	UNIFORM	COMMERCIAL	CODE	codified	in	the	UNITED	
STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	and	the	CODE	OF	FEDERAL	
REGULATIONS,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes.
508.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	any	lawful	and/or	legal	relaSonship	(nexus),	
through	contract	or	otherwise,	does	not	exist	between	the	Undersigned	and	the	“source	of	
authority”	for	the	UNITED	STATES	CODE,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	
and/or	specifically	THE	ACT	OF	MARCH	9TH,	1933	and	any	and	all	laws	implemented	based	
upon	that	alleged	authority	and	foundaSon	thereof,	and	are	therefore	not	binding	and	of	no	
legal	force,	affect	or	effect	over,	and	upon,	the	Undersigned.
509.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	was	fraud	perpetrated	against	the	
Undersigned	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer	by	any	and	all	real	parSes	involved	
therein;	and	the	Respondent(s)	agree,	expressly	or	otherwise,	to	the	facts	contained	within	this	
CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	For	Proof	Of	Claim	as	said	facts	operate	in	favor	of	the	
Undersigned,	and	such	facts	do	demonstrate,	evidence,	establish,	and	affirm	fraud	within	said	
alleged	maVer;	and	said	fraud	does	viSate	all	decisions,	orders,	the	judgment,	and	the	like	
within	said	alleged	maVer,	ab	iniSo.
510.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	does	not	sSll	remain	any	arguable	
basis	for	the	court’s	“subject-maVer	jurisdicSon”	within	the	above	referenced	alleged	maVer;	
and	the	judgment	of	said	court	in	said	alleged	maVer	is	therefore	void,	ab	iniSo.
511.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	are/were	not	knowing,	
willing,	intelligent	and	intenSonal	signatories	to	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	
America	c1819	and/or	State	of	…	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style.
512.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	are/were	not	knowing,	
willing,	intelligent	and	intelligent	parSes	to	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	and/or	State	of	…	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style.
513.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	a	man	cannot	be/is	not	a	knowing,	willing,	
intelligent	and	intenSonal	signatory/party	absent	a	valid	signature/autograph	upon	the	
contract.
514.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	
America	c1819	and	State	of	…	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	is	a	contract.
515.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	United	States	of	America,	State	of	…	and	
local	equivalents	are	factually	and	actually	the	same	enSSes	as	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	
STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style.
516.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	by,	under	and	pursuant	to	the	ConsStuSon	
for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819,	and	State	of	…	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	
thereof	regardless	of	style,	the	aforemenSoned	enSSes	were	not	granted	explicit	authority	to	
operate	and/or	conduct	business	under	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format	they	so	
desire,	ie	corporate,	commercial,	military,	poliSScal,	ecclesiasScal	and	other	capaciSes,	
characters,	condiSons,	status	and	standings.
517.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	by,	under	and	pursuant	to	the	ConsStuSon	
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for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	and	State	of	…	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	
thereof	regardless	of	style,	the	aforemenSoned	enSSes	were	not	granted	explicit	authority	to	
alter	and/or	change	jurisdicSons,	venues,	law	forms,	authoriSes,	process	and	procedures	as	
specifically	laid	out	therein.
518.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	by,	under	and	pursuant	to	the	ConsStuSon	
for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	and	State	of	…	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	
thereof	regardless	of	style,	the	aforemenSoned	enSSes	were	not	granted	explicit	authority	to	
operate	by,	under	and	pursuant		to	emergency	powers,	authoriSes,	process	and	procedures	not	
in	Smes	of	actual	and	factual	civil	unrest	or	lawfully	declared	war	within	the	borders	of	the	
United	States	of	America.
519.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Judicial	branch	of	the	United	States	of	
America,	State	of	…	and	local	equivalents	thereof,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	
of	style,	has/had	no	explicit	authority	to	legislate	and	create	“law”	from	the	“bench”	that	in	any	
nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	form	or	format	affects	or	effects	any	man	not	a	party	to	the	
controversy	therein.
520.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	were/are	not	intelligently,	
intenSonally,	knowingly	and	willingly	placing	ourselves	upon	the	United	States	of	America,	State	
of	…	and	local	equivalents	thereof,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	in	any	
and	all	interacSons/maVers	in	any	and	all	places	and	any	and	all	Smes.
521.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	were/are	not	intelligently,	
intenSonally,	knowingly	and	willingly	joined/joining	ourselves	to	any	and	all	maVers/
interacSons	in	any	and	all	places	and	any	and	all	Smes	to	the	United	States	of	America,	State	of	
…	and	local	equivalents	thereof,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style.
522.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	United	States	of	America,	State	of	…	and	
local	equivalents	thereof,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	are	not	actually	
and	factually	the	real-party-in-interest	in	any	and	all	maVers/interacSons	with	the	Undersigned.
523.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents	have	no	explicit	
ConsStuSonal	authority	to	deviate	from	and/or	violate	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	
America	c1819,	State	of	…	equivalents,	at	any	Sme	and	any	place.
524.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	exists	no	explicit	authority	contained	
within	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	for	the	Respondents	to	
effectuate,	implement,	enforce	and/or	uSlize	inherent	or	implied	processes,	procedures,	
authoriSes,	jurisdicSons,	venues	and/or	law	forms.
525.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents	and	their	employer,	
United	States	of	America,	State	of	…	and	Local	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	
regardless	of	style,	possess	no	explicit	ConsStuSonal	authority,	standing,	status,	character,	
condiSon	and	capacity	to	seek	any	and	all	claims,	remedies	and/or	relief,	civil	and/or	criminal,	
against	the	Undersigned.
526.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents	and	their	employer,	
United	States	of	America,	State	of	…	and	Local	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	
regardless	of	style,	possess	no	explicit	ConsStuSonal	authority	for	the	implementaSon,	exercise	
and/or	enforcement	of	malum	prohibitum	jurisdicSon	against	the	Undersigned.
527.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents	and	their	employer,	
United	States	of	America,	State	of	…	and	Local	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	
regardless	of	style,	possess	no	explicit	ConsStuSonal	authority	to	interfere	with	and/or	alter	a	
private	Contract	between	the	Undersigned	and	the	Creator	of	all	that	was,	is	and	shall	be.	
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528.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents	and	their	employer,	
United	States	of	America,	State	of	…	and	Local	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	
regardless	of	style,	possess	no	ConsStuSonal	document(s),	paper(s),	digital	data,	tangible	
medium(s)	and/or	tangible	item(s)	in	their	care,	custody	and	control	thereof	which	demonstrate	
and	prove	that	the	Undersigned	are	knowing,	willing,	intelligent	and	intenSonal	party(ies)	and/
or	signatory(ies)	to	any	social,	public,	civil,	quasi-public,	poliScal,	private,	commercial,	
ecclesiasScal,	military,	universal	and/or	other	compact,	agreement,	covenant,	contract	and	any	
other	terms	of	art	describing,	demonstraSng	and/or	uSlized	to	mean	the	same,	and	any	and	all	
combinaSons	and	variaSons	of	the	aforemenSoned,	which	can	be	demonstrated	to	operate	to	
confer	any	actual	and	factual	controlling,	insurable,	lawful,	legal,	private,	public,	quasi-public,	
equitable,	poliScal,	commercial,	social,	civil,	corporate,	internaSonal,	universal,	quantum,	
spiritual,	administraSve,	Talmudic,	Babylonian,	ecclesiasScal,	military,	beneficial,	admiralty/
mariSme,	statutory,	pecuniary,	managerial,	regulatory	and/or	any	and	all	other	interest,	share,	
Stle,	authority,	relaSonship,	jurisdicSon,	venue,	et	cetera,	of	any	nature,	shape,	cause,	kind,	
form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	variaSons	and	combinaSons	of	the	aforemenSoned,	without	
limitaSon,	in	and/or	over	the	Undersigneds’	physical,	natural,	spirit	and/or	soul	being(s)	and	
representaSon(s)	thereof,	of	any	nature,	kind,	cause,	kind,	form	and	format,	and	any	and	all	
variaSons	and	combinaSons	thereof,	without	limitaSon,	the	Undersigneds’	cestui	que	vie	trust,	
estate,	any	and	all	other	trusts	and	constructs,	and	any	and	all	sub	and/or	construcSve	trusts	
and	constructs	thereof,	any	and	all	thereto,	therefore,	therewith	and	therefrom	the	
Undersigned,	without	limitaSon,	any	and	all	property	and	assets	of	any	nature,	kind,	form	and	
format,	and	my	share,	as	Heir	of	the	Creator	of	all	that	was,	is	and	shall	be,	without	limitaSon,	in	
any	nature,	way,	cause	and/or	kind	to	the	benefit	of	the	Respondents’	and	their	employer,	
United	States	of	America,	State	of	…	and	Local	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	
regardless	of	style.
529.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	are	not	specifically	named/
idenSfied	in	any	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	
all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	acts,	codes,	statutes,	rules,	regulaSons,	ordinances,	et	
ceterea.
530.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	have	no	specific	
aVachment/liability	to	any	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	
and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	acts,	codes,	statutes,	rules,	regulaSons,	
ordinances,	et	cetera.
531.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	CONSTITUTION	OF	THE	UNITED	STATES,	
STATE	OF	…	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	does	not	by	way	
of	Lawful	nexus	operate	upon	the	Undersigned.
532.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	are	not	Lawfully	bound	by	
any	insStuSons	formed	by	our	fellow	man	without	our	individual	explicit	consent.
533.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	
…	and	LOCAL	equivalents	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	are	not	real,	but	
are	imaginary	and	a	ficSon	of	law.
534.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents	by	and	through	the	
UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	
thereof	regardless	of	style,	as	imaginary	creaSons	and	ficSons	of	law	cannot	Lawfully	interface	
with	Living	men.
535.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	cannot	Lawfully	be	
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idenSfied	in	all	caps	style	by	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	
LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	in	contradicSon	to	a	
Lawfully	given	birth	name.
536.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	foreign	to	the	Undersigned.
537.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	have	lived/are	living	under	
unlawful	pretended/fraudulent	emergency/military/commercial/other	rule	in	absolute	violaSon	
of	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819.
538.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	have	not	legally	and	lawfully	abridged	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	by	ConsStuSonal	“laws”	brought	into	force	by	actual	and	factual	states	of	ConsStuSonal	
and	Lawful	“naSonal	emergency”.
539.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	solvent	and	have	no	plenary	sovereign	capacity,	character,	condiSon,	status	and	
standing	at	any	and	all	places	and	any	and	all	Smes.
540.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	
…,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	are	not	independent	sovereign	
naSons/enSSes.
541.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	have	aided	and	abeVed	the	removal	of	gold	and	silver	from	backing	the	NaSonal	currency.
542.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	there	cannot	be	any	limitaSon	on	the	power	
and	authority	of	the	Undersigned	in	proper	capacity,	character,	condiSon,	status	and	standing.
543.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	do	not	issue	ConsStuSonal	and	Lawful	documents,	presentments,	instruments	or	any	
other	term	of	art	describing,	demonstraSng	and/or	uSlized	to	mean	the	same,	in	any	and	all	
maVers	and	interacSons.
544.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	do	not	operate	with	“clean	hands”	and	in	“good	faith”		in	any	and	all	maVers	and	
interacSons	with	the	Undersigned.
545.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	do	not	effectuate	and	uSlize	police	powers	and	authoriSes	by,	under	and	through	explicit	
authoriSes	emanaSng	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819.
546.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	have	not	uSlized/do	not	uSlize	explicit	ConsStuSonal	authority	to	declare	the	
Undersigned	enemies	in	and	on	their	own	land.
547.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	in	plenary	compliance	to/with	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
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c1819	in	all	maVers	and	interacSons	with	the	Undersigned.
548.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	and	any	and	all	employees,	agents,	assigns,	successors,	contractors,	et	cetera	thereof,	are	
not	in	plenary	compliance	to/with	explicit	provisions	of	the	Law	of	the	Land	aka	ConsStuSon	for	
the	United	States	of	America	c1819	at	all	Smes	and	all	places	in	all	maVers	and	interacSons.
549.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	and	any	and	all	employees,	agents,	assigns,	successors,	contractors,	et	cetera	thereof,	are	
not	holding	ConsStuSonal	Office	and/or	posiSons	with	perfected	Stle	thereto,	and	are	not	
exercising	authoriSes	and	privileges	therein	in	plenary	compliance	to	explicit	provisions	of	the	
Law	of	the	Land	aka	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819	at	all	places	and	all	
Smes	in	all	maVers	and	interacSons.
550.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	have	no	plenary	authority	by	and	through	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	
America	c1819	to	rule	over	and	interfere	with	the	private	dealings	and	affairs	of	the	
Undersigned.
551.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	capaciSes,	characters,	condiSons,	status	
and	standing	effectuated	and	uSlized	by	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	
of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	are	not	in	
plenary	compliance	with,	and	not	explicitly	authorized	by,	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	
of	America	c1819.
552.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	and	any	and	all	employees,	agents,	assigns,	successors,	contractors,	et	cetera	thereof,	
have	not	taken	lawful	Oaths	to	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819.
553.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	and	any	and	all	employees,	agents,	assigns,	successors,	contractors,	et	cetera	thereof,	are	
not	operaSng	by	and	through	full	disclosure	in	their	respecSve	day	to	day	maVers	and	
interacSons.
554.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	commercially	benefit	from	the	uSlizaSon	from	the	laws	of	occupaSon,	laws	of	war	and	
the	EMERGENCY	BANKING	RELIEF	ACT	to	the	detriment	and	injury	of	the	Undersigned.
555.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	maintain	and	operate	commercial/military	courts,	prisons	and	police	for	the	use	
against,	and	suppression	of,	the	Undersigned.
556.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	claim	ownership	of,	or	hold	liens	against,	the	Undersigned	and/or	their	property	and	
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assets.
557.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	alter	and/or	blend	the	jurisdicSons	of	Law,	Equity	and	Admiralty/MariSme.
558.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	operate	and	uSlize	malum	pribitum	authority	against	the	Undersigned.
559.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	operate	and	uSlize	marSal	rule/law	against	and	over	the	Undersigned	without	actual	
and	factual	proof	of	civil	unrest.
560.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	ignore,	hamper	or	violate	the	Undersigneds’	right	to	expatriate.
561.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	cannot	be	forced	to	serve	
two	masters.
562.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	adhere	to,	and	respect,	legislaSon	from	the	bench.
563.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	
style,	are	not	granted	explicit	authority	from	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	
c1819	to	hinder	and/or	alter	the	Undersigneds’	God-granted	right	to	plenary	Life,	Liberty	and	
Pursuit	of	Happiness.
564.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	are	not	ficSons	of	law	
created	by	the	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	
and	any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	thereby	having	no	nexus	and	no	absolute	
authority	over	the	same.
565.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	are	not	an	officer,	agent,	
shareholder,	franchise	or	fiduciary	agent,	a	resident	of,	inhabitant	of	or	domiciled	in	the	UNITED	
STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents.
566.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	are	not	a	vessel	registered	
to	the	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA.
567.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Undersigned	are	not	actual	and	factual	
enemies	of	Respondents,	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	of	…	and	LOCAL	equivalents,	and	
any	and	all	derivaSves	thereof	regardless	of	style,	or	any	of	its	creaSons	and	liabiliSes.
568.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	presumpSon	that	the	Undersigned	are	
any	of	the	aforemenSoned	564-567,	or	any	documentaSon	implying	the	same	absent	a	wet-ink	
signature/autograph,	are	not	Lawful	and	not	in	explicit	compliance	to	the	ConsStuSon	for	the	
United	States	of	America	c1819,	and	are	fraudulent,	illusionary,	a	false	representaSon	of	a	
maVer	of	fact	or	a	kind	of	arSfice	employed	by	the	same	for	self-serving	purposes.
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569.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondent(s)	hereby	confess	the	
injury(ies)	to	the	Undersigned,	set,	established,	and	agreed	upon	by	the	parSes	hereto	within	
this	CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	For	Proof	of	Claim;	and	the	Undersigned	can	exercise	his	
“exclusive”	remedy,	being	a	Tort	Claim	and/or	Private	third	party	Judgment	and	other,	for	the	
wrongs	commiVed	by	the	Respondent(s),	including	but	not	limited	to,	“consStuSonal	
misapplicaSon	of	the	statute(s),”	breach	of	this	contractually	binding	agreement,	conspiracy	
(two	or	more	involved),	denying	your	own	“public	policy,”	trespasses	and	moral	wrongs	
commiVed	by,	and	through,	ultra	vires	acts	not	authorized/prohibited	by	the	charter	of	the	
commercial	vessel	d.b.a.	the	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	
equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	and	other	trespasses	and	moral	wrongs,	known	and	unknown.
570.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Office	of	Risk	Management,	and/or	
STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalent,	does	not	have	power,	authority,	and	right	derived	from	
validly	enacted	statute/law,	commercial	law,	contract	law,	or	other	to	place	or	impose	a	cap/
limit	upon	the	amount	of	any	Tort	Claim	submiVed	by	the	Undersigned	in	this	maVer	and	
relaSng	hereto,	in	regards	to	what	they,	acSng	for	the	insurer	of	said	commercial	vessel,	will	pay	
out	on	said	Tort	Claim.
571.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	should	the	Office	of	Risk	Management,	and/
or	STATE	OF	…	and	LOCAL	equivalent,	refuse	or	otherwise	dishonor	a	Tort	Claim	submiVed	by	
the	Undersigned,	and	as	agreed	upon	by	the	insured	and	the	Undersigned,	the	Undersigned	can	
take	other	appropriate/remedial	acSon(s)	for	remedy,	which	can	include	involuntary	bankruptcy	
in	a	foreign	proceeding	for	a	said	claim.
572.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondent(s)	do	not,	and	will	not,	
have	any	right	to	deny,	argue,	controvert,	or	otherwise	protest	the	facts	in	the	maVers	set,	
established,	and	agreed	upon	between	the	parSes	to	this	CondiSonal	Acceptance	for	Value	For	
Proof	Of	Claim	within	any	forum/venue	the	Undersigned	may	choose	to	bring	an	acSon/
proceeding	in	to	obtain	redress	and	remedy	in	this	maVer,	and	all	maVers	relaSng	to,	and	
arising	from,	said	maVer,	and	such	act(s)	upon	the	part	of	Respondent(s)	will	be	deemed	and	
evidenced	as	act(s)	of	breach	of	said	agreement,	further	aVempts	to	perpetrate	acts	of	fraud	
upon	the	Undersigned,	bad	faith,	and	the	like.
573.	The	Respondents	admiVed	and	sSpulated	that	the	Respondent(s)	do	have	the	“duty”	and	
“obligaSon”	to	produce	the	“Proofs	Of	Claim,”	as	requested	herein,	pursuant	to	the	principles	
and	doctrines	of	“clean	hands”	and	“good	faith”	dealings	with	the	Undersigned,	and	applicable	
statute(s)	as	they	operate	upon	Respondent(s)	as	“office	holders”,	i.e.	officer(s)/agent(s),	of	the	
corporate	Government	juridical	construct	commercial	vessel	d.b.a.	THE	UNITED	STATES	OF	
AMERICA,	STATE	OF	...	and	LOCAL	equivalents/instrumentaliSes,	by	oath	of	office	thereto,	and	
contract	therewith,	as	a	voluntary	commercial	indenture	therein,	and	thereto.

AuthoriSes
Genesis	1:26	-	And	God	said,	Let	us	make	man	in	our	image,	arer	our	likeness:	and	let	them	
have	dominion	over	the	fish	of	the	sea,	and	over	the	fowl	of	the	air,	and	over	the	caVle,	and	
over	all	the	earth,	and	over	every	creeping	thing	that	creepeth	upon	the	earth.	
Genesis	1:28	-		And	God	blessed	them,	and	God	said	unto	them,	Be	fruiÄul,	and	mulSply,	and	
replenish	the	earth,	and	subdue	it:	and	have	dominion	over	the	fish	of	the	sea,	and	over	the	
fowl	of	the	air,	and	over	every	living	thing	that	moveth	upon	the	earth.	
Genesis	2:7	-	And	the	Lord	God	formed	man	of	the	dust	of	the	ground,	and	breathed	into	his	
nostrils	the	breath	of	life;	and	man	became	a	Living	Soul;
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Genesis	2:24	-	Therefore	shall	a	man	leave	his	father	and	his	mother,	and	shall	cleave	unto	his	
wife:	and	they	shall	be	one	flesh.	

Exodus	3:14	-	And	God	said	unto	Moses,	I	AM	THAT	I	AM;	and	he	said,	Thus	shalt	thou	say	unto	
the	Children	of	Israel,	I	AM	hath	sent	me	unto	you.
Exodus	6:2-3	-	And	God	spake	unto	Moses,	and	said	unto	him,	I	am	the	Lord;	
And	I	appeared	unto	Abraham,	unto	Isaac,	and	unto	Jacob,	by	the	name	of	God	Almighty,	but	by	
my	name	Jehovah	was	I	not	known	to	them.

Psalm	36:9	-	For	with	thee	is	the	foundaSon	of	life:	in	thy	light	shall	we	see	light.
Psalms	82:6	-		I	have	said,	Ye	are	gods;	and	all	of	you	are	children	of	the	most	High.	
Psalm	83:18	-	That	men	may	know	that	thou,	whose	name	alone	is	Jehovah,	art	the	most	High	
over	all	the	earth.

2	Timothy	2:3-4	-	Thou	therefore	endure	hardness,	as	a	good	soldier	of	Jesus	Christ.
No	man	that	warreth	entangleth	himself	with	the	affairs	of	this	life;	that	he	may	please	Him	who	
hath	chosen	him	to	be	a	soldier.

St.	John	8:32	-	And	ye	shall	know	the	truth,	and	the	truth	shall	make	you	free.
St.	John	8:44	-	Ye	are	of	your	father	the	devil,	and	the	lusts	of	your	father	ye	will	do.	He	was	a	
murderer	from	the	beginning,	and	abode	not	in	the	truth,	because	there	is	no	truth	in	him.	
When	he	speaketh	a	lie,	he	speakethof	his	own:	for	he	is	a	liar,	and	the	father	of	it.
St.	John	8:58	–	Jesus	said	unto	them	verily,	verily,	I	say	unto	you,	before	Abraham	was,	I	AM.

Ezekiel	44:24	–	And	in	controversy	they	shall	stand	in	judgment;	and	they	shall	judge	it	
according	to	my	judgments;	and	thy	shall	keep	my	laws	and	my	statutes	in	all	mine	assemblies;	
and	they	shall	hallow	my	sabbaths.
Judges	17:6	–	In	those	days	there	was	king	in	Israel,	but	every	man	did	that	which	was	right	in	
his	own	eyes.

I	Corinthians	3:16-17	–	Know	ye	not	that	ye	are	the	temple	of	God,	and	that	the	Spirit	of	God	
dwelleth	in	you?
If	any	man	shall	defile	the	temple	of	God,	him	shall	God	destroy;	for	the	temple	of	God		is	holy,	
which	temple	ye	are.
I	Corinthians	6:1-10	-	Dare	any	of	you,	having	a	maVer	against	another,	go	to	law	before	the	
unjust,	and	not	before	the	saints?	
Do	ye	not	know	that	the	saints	shall	judge	the	world?	and	if	the	world	shall	be	judged	by	you,	
are	ye	unworthy	to	judge	the	smallest	maVers?	
Know	ye	not	that	we	shall	judge	angels?	how	much	more	things	that	pertain	to	this	life?	
If	then	ye	have	judgments	of	things	pertaining	to	this	life,	set	them	to	judge	who	are	least	
esteemed	in	the	church.	
I	speak	to	your	shame.	Is	it	so,	that	there	is	not	a	wise	man	among	you?	no,	not	one	that	shall	
be	able	to	judge	between	his	brethren?	
But	brother	goeth	to	law	with	brother,	and	that	before	the	unbelievers.	
Now	therefore	there	is	uVerly	a	fault	among	you,	because	ye	go	to	law	one	with	another.	Why	
do	ye	not	rather	take	wrong?	why	do	ye	not	rather	suffer	yourselves	to	be	defrauded?	
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Nay,	ye	do	wrong,	and	defraud,	and	that	your	brethren.	
Know	ye	not	that	the	unrighteous	shall	not	inherit	the	kingdom	of	God?	Be	not	deceived:	
neither	fornicators,	nor	idolaters,	nor	adulterers,	nor	effeminate,	nor	abusers	of	themselves	
with	mankind,	
Nor	thieves,	nor	covetous,	nor	drunkards,	nor	revilers,	nor	extorSoners,	shall	inherit	the	
kingdom	of	God.	
I	Corinthians	6:17	–	But	he	that	is	joined	unto	the	Lord	is	one	spirit.
I	Corinthians	6:19-20	–	What?	Know	ye	not	that	your	body	is	the	temple	of	the	Holy	Ghost	
which	is	in	you,	which	ye	have	of	God,	and	ye	are	not	your	own?
For	ye	are	bought	with	a	price:	Therefore	glorify	God	in	your	body,	and	in	your	spirit,	which	are	
God’s.
I	Corinthians	15:45	–	And	so	it	is	wriVen,	the	first	man	Adam	was	made	a	Living	Soul;	The	last	
Adam	was	made	a	quickening	spirit.

Acts	5:29	–	Then	Peter	and	the	other	apostles	answered	and	said,	we	ought	to	obey	God	rather	
than	men.
Acts	10:34-35	–	Then	Peter	opened	his	mouth,	and	said,	of	a	truth	I	perceive	that	God	is	no	
respecter	of	persons:	But	in	every	naSon	he	that	feareth	him,	and	worketh	righteousness,	is	
accepted	with	him.
Acts	22:28	–	And	the	chief	captain	answered,	with	a	great	sum	obtained	I	this	freedom;	And	
Paul	said,	But	I	was	freeborn.

Romans	8:14-17	–	For	as	many	as	are	led	by	the	Spirit	of	God,	they	are	the	sons	of	God.
For	ye	have	not	received	the	Spirit	of	adopSon,	whereby	we	cry,	Abba,	Father.
The	Spirit	itself	beareth	witness	with	our	spirit,	that	we	are	the	children	of	God:
And	if	children	,	then	heirs;	heirs	of	God	and	joint-heirs	with	Christ;	if	so	be	that	we	suffer	with	
him,	that	we	may	also	be	glorified	together.
Romans	12:1-2	–	I	beseech	you	therefore,	brethren,	by	the	mercies	of	God,	that	ye	present	your	
bodies	a	living	sacrifice,	holy,	acceptable	unto	God,	which	is	your	reasonable	service.
And	be	not	conformed	to	this	world:	but	be	ye	transformed	by	the	renewing	of	your	mind,	that	
ye	may	prove	what	is	that	good,	and	acceptable,	and	perfect,	will	of	God.
Romans	13:8-10	–	Owe	no	man	anything,	but	to	love	one	another:	for	he	that	loveth	another	
hath	fulfilled	the	law.
For	this,	Thou	shalt	not	commit	adultery,	Thou	shalt	not	kill,	Thou	shalt	not	covet,	Thou	shalt	
not	steal,	Thou	shalt	not	bear	false	witness,	Thou	shalt	not	covet;	and	if	there	be	any	other	
commandment,	it	is	briefly	comprehended	in	this	saying,	namely,	Thou	shalt	love	thy	neighbor	
as	thyself.	Love	worketh	no	ill	to	his	neighbor:	therefore	love	is	the	fulfilling	of	the	law.

Ephesians	2:2	-	Wherein	in	Sme	past	ye	walked	according	to	the	course	of	this	world,	according	
to	the	prince	of	the	power	of	the	air,	the	spirit	that	now	worketh	in	the	children	of	
disobedience:	
Ephesians	2:18-19	–	For	through	Him	we	both	have	access	by	one	Spirit	unto	the	Father.
Now	therefore	ye	are	no	more	strangers	and	foreigners,	but	fellow	ciSzens	with	the	saints,	and	
of	the	household	of	God.
Ephesians	3:6	-	That	the	GenSles	should	be	fellowheirs,	and	of	the	same	body,	and	partakers	of	
his	promise	in	Christ	by	the	gospel:	
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Ephesians	4:6	–	One	God	and	Father	of	All,	who	is	above	all,	and	through	all,	and	in	you	all.
Ephesians	4:14	–	That	we	henceforth	be	no	more	children,	tossed	to	and	fro;	and	carried	about	
with	every	wind	of	doctrine,	by	the	sleight	of	men,	and	cunning	crariness,	whereby	they	lie	in	
wait	to	deceive.

James	2:8	–	If	ye	fulfil	the	royal	law	according	to	the	scripture,	thou	shalt	love	thy	neighbor	as	
thyself,	ye	do	well.
James	4:4	–	Ye	adulterers	and	adultresses,	know	ye	not	that	the	friendship	of	the	world	is	
enmity	with	God?	Whosoever	therefore	will	be	a	friend	of	the	world	is	the	enemy	of	God?
James	4:12	-	There	is	one	lawgiver,	who	is	able	to	save	and	to	destroy:	who	art	thou	that	judgest	
another?	
James	5:12	–	But	above	all	things,	my	brethren,	swear	not,	neither	by	Heaven,	neither	by	the	
earth,	neither	by	any	other	oath:	but	let	your	yea	by	yea;	and	your	nay,	nay;	lest	ye	fall	into	
condemnaSon.

St.	Luke	6:31	–	And	as	ye	would	that	men	should	do	to	you,	do	ye	to	them	likewise.
St.	Luke	16:13	–	No	servant	can	serve	two	masters:	for	either	he	will	hate	the	one,	and	love	the	
other,	or	else	he	will	hold	to	the	one,	and	despise	the	other;	Ye	cannot	serve	God	and	mammon.
St.	Luke	19:8	–	And	Zacchaeus	stood,	and	said	unto	the	Lord:	Behold,	Lord,	the	half	of	my	goods	
I	give	to	the	poor;	and	if	I	have	taken	anything	from	any	man	by	false	accusaSon,	I	restore	him	
fourfold.

GalaSans	3:26-29	–	For	ye	are	all	the	children	of	God	by	faith	in	Jesus	Christ.
For	as	many	of	you	as	have	been	bapSzed	into	Christ	have	put	on	Christ;
There	is	neither	Jew	nor	Greek,	there	is	neither	bond	nor	free,	there	is	neither	male	nor	female,	
for	ye	are	all	one	in	Christ	Jesus.
And	if	ye	be	Christ’s,	then	are	ye	Abraham’s	seed,	and	heirs	according	to	the	promise.
GalaSans	4:6-7	–	And	because	ye	are	sons,	God	hath	sent	forth	the	Spirit	of	His	Son	into	your	
hearts,	crying,	Abba,	Father.
Wherefore	thou	art	no	more	a	servant,	but	a	son;	and	if	a	son,	then	an	Heir	of	God	through	
Christ.
GalaSans	5:1	-	Stand	fast	therefore	in	the	liberty	wherewith	Christ	hath	made	us	free,	and	be	
not	entangled	again	with	the	yoke	of	bondage.	
GalaSans	5:14	–	For	all	the	law	is	fulfilled	in	one	word,	even	in	this;	Thou	shalt	love	thy	
neighbors	as	thyself.

I	Thessalonians	4:6	–	That	no	man	go	beyond	and	defraud	his	brother	in	any	maVer:	because	
that	the	Lord	is	the	avenger	of	all	such,	as	we	also	have	forewarned	you	and	tesSfied.

I	John	3:1-2	–	Behold,	what	manner	of	love	the	Father	hath	bestowed	upon	us,	that	we	should	
be	called	the	sons	of	God:	therefore	the	world	knoweth	us	not,	because	it	knew	Him	not.
Beloved,	now	are	we	the	sons	of	God,	and	it	doth	not	yet	appear	what	we	shall	be:	but	we	know	
that,	when	He	shall	appear,	we	shall	be	like	Him;	for	we	shall	see	Him	as	He	is.
I	John	2:15	-	Love	not	the	world,	neither	the	things	that	are	in	the	world.	If	any	man	love	the	
world,	the	love	of	the	Father	is	not	in	him.	
I	John	3:23-24	–	And	this	is	his	commandment,	That	we	should	believe	on	the	name	of	his	Son	
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Jesus	Christ,	and	love	one	another,	as	he	gave	us	commandment.	
And	he	that	keepeth	His	Commandments	dwelleth	in	Him,	and	He	in	him.	And	hereby	we	know	
that	He	abideth	in	us,	by	the	Spirit	which	He	hath	given	us.
I	John	4:7-8	–	Beloved,	let	us	love	one	another:	for	love	is	of	God;	and	every	one	that	loveth	is	
born	of	God,	and	knoweth	God.	He	that	loveth	not	knoweth	not	God,	for	God	is	love.
I	John	4:12-13	–	No	man	hath	seen	God	at	any	Sme.	If	we	love	one	another,	God	dwelleth	in	us,	
and	His	love	is	perfected	in	us.	Hereby	know	we	that	we	dwell	in	Him,	and	He	in	us,	because	He	
hath	given	us	of	His	Spirit.
I	John	4:16	–	And	we	have	known	and	believed	the	love	that	God	hath	to	us.	God	is	love;	and	he	
that	dwelleth	in	love	dwelleth	in	God,	and	God	in	him.

II	Corinthians	3:17	-	Now	the	Lord	is	that	Spirit:	and	where	the	Spirit	of	the	Lord	is,	
there	is	liberty.
II	Corinthians	5:20	-	Now	then	we	are	ambassadors	for	Christ,	as	though	God	did	beseech	you	by	
us:	we	pray	you	in	Christ's	stead,	be	ye	reconciled	to	God.	
II	Corinthians	6:16	-	And	what	agreement	hath	the	temple	of	God	with	idols?	for	ye	are	the	
temple	of	the	living	God;	as	God	hath	said,	I	will	dwell	in	them,	and	walk	in	them;	and	I	will	be	
their	God,	and	they	shall	be	my	people.	
II	Corinthians	6:18	-	And	will	be	a	Father	unto	you,	and	ye	shall	be	my	sons	and	daughters,	saith	
the	Lord	Almighty.	
II	Corinthians	13:1	-	This	is	the	third	Sme	I	am	coming	to	you.	In	the	mouth	of	two	or	three	
witnesses	shall	every	word	be	established.	

MaVhew	5:34-37	-	But	I	say	unto	you,	Swear	not	at	all;	neither	by	heaven;	for	it	is	God's	throne:	
Nor	by	the	earth;	for	it	is	his	footstool:	neither	by	Jerusalem;	for	it	is	the	city	of	the	great	King.	
Neither	shalt	thou	swear	by	thy	head,	because	thou	canst	not	make	one	hair	white	or	black.	
But	let	your	communicaSon	be,	Yea,	yea;	Nay,	nay:	for	whatsoever	is	more	than	these	cometh	of	
evil.	
MaVhew	7:1-2	-	Judge	not,	that	ye	be	not	judged.	
For	with	what	judgment	ye	judge,	ye	shall	be	judged:	and	with	what	measure	ye	mete,	it	shall	
be	measured	to	you	again.
MaVhew	19:4-6	-	And	he	answered	and	said	unto	them,	Have	ye	not	read,	that	he	which	
made	them	at	the	beginning	made	them	male	and	female,	
And	said,	For	this	cause	shall	a	man	leave	father	and	mother,	and	shall	cleave	to	his	wife:	and	
they	twain	shall	be	one	flesh?	
Wherefore	they	are	no	more	twain,	but	one	flesh.	What	therefore	God	hath	joined	together,	let	
not	man	put	asunder.	

Hebrews	13:4	-	Marriage	is	honourable	in	all,	and	the	bed	undefiled:	but	whoremongers	and	
adulterers	God	will	judge.

Proverbs	1:22	-	How	long,	ye	simple	ones,	will	ye	love	simplicity?	and	the	scorners	delight	in	
their	scorning,	and	fools	hate	knowledge?
Proverbs	11:15	-	He	that	is	surety	for	a	stranger	shall	smart	for	it:	and	he	that	hateth	sureSship	
is	sure.	
Proverbs	18:22	-	Whoso	findeth	a	wife	findeth	a	good	thing,	and	obtaineth	favour	of	the	LORD.	
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Mark	10:7	-	For	this	cause	shall	a	man	leave	his	father	and	mother,	and	cleave	to	his	wife;	
Mark	10:8	-	And	they	twain	shall	be	one	flesh:	so	then	they	are	no	more	twain,	but	one	flesh.	
Mark	10:9	-	What	therefore	God	hath	joined	together,	let	not	man	put	asunder.	

Colossians	1:16	-	For	by	him	were	all	things	created,	that	are	in	heaven,	and	that	are	in	earth,	
visible	and	invisible,	whether	they	be	thrones,	or	dominions,	or	principaliSes,	or	powers:	all	
things	were	created	by	him,	and	for	him:	
Colossians	3:25	-	But	he	that	doeth	wrong	shall	receive	for	the	wrong	which	he	hath	done:	and	
there	is	no	respect	of	persons.	

I	Timothy	1:8-10	-	But	we	know	that	the	law	is	good,	if	a	man	use	it	lawfully;	
Knowing	this,	that	the	law	is	not	made	for	a	righteous	man,	but	for	the	lawless	and	disobedient,	
for	the	ungodly	and	for	sinners,	for	unholy	and	profane,	for	murderers	of	fathers	and	murderers	
of	mothers,	for	manslayers,	
For	whoremongers,	for	them	that	defile	themselves	with	mankind,	for	menstealers,	for	liars,	for	
perjured	persons,	and	if	there	be	any	other	thing	that	is	contrary	to	sound	doctrine;	
1	Timothy	6:15	-	Which	in	his	Smes	he	shall	shew,	who	is	the	blessed	and	only	Potentate,	the	
King	of	kings,	and	Lord	of	lords;	

LeviScus	24:20	-	Breach	for	breach,	eye	for	eye,	tooth	for	tooth:	as	he	hath	caused	a	blemish	in	
a	man,	so	shall	it	be	done	to	him	again.	

Titus	3:7-9	-	That	being	jusSfied	by	his	grace,	we	should	be	made	heirs	according	to	the	hope	of	
eternal	life.	
This	is	a	faithful	saying,	and	these	things	I	will	that	thou	affirm	constantly,	that	they	which	have	
believed	in	God	might	be	careful	to	maintain	good	works.	These	things	are	good	and	profitable	
unto	men.	
But	avoid	foolish	quesSons,	and	genealogies,	and	contenSons,	and	strivings	about	the	law;	for	
they	are	unprofitable	and	vain.

Ecclesiastes	5:8	-	If	thou	seest	the	oppression	of	the	poor,	and	violent	perverSng	of	judgment	
and	jusSce	in	a	province,	marvel	not	at	the	maVer:	for	he	that	is	higher	than	the	highest	
regardeth;	and	there	be	higher	than	they.		
Ecclesiastes	12:13	-	Let	us	hear	the	conclusion	of	the	whole	maVer:	Fear	God,	and	keep	his	
commandments:	for	this	is	the	whole	duty	of	man.	

The	enSre	compilaSon	of	words	and	leVer	combinaSons	commonly	known	as	the	Holy	Bible	
KING	JAMES	version	is	hereby	restated	in	its	enSrety,	and	incorporated	herein,	as	if	set	forth	in	
full	with	plenary	force,	affect	and	effect.

Things	do	not	change	their	ownership	when	captured	by	pirates	and	robbers.
Expect	from	others	the	same	treatment	that	they	receive	from	you.
Absolute	power	in	all	things	lawful.
An	accessory	does	not	lead,	but	follows	his	principal.
External	acSons	show	the	secret	intenSons.
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An	acSon	is	the	right	of	prosecuSng	to	judgment	that	which	is	one's	due.
Acts	indicate	the	intenSon.
An	act	done	without	my	consent	is	not	my	act.
An	admiralty	court	has	no	jurisdicSon	over	those	quesSons	which	are	determined	by	the	
common	law.
It	is	the	duty	of	jusSces	to	administer	jusSce	to	everyone	seeking	it	from	him.									
Equity	acts	upon	the	person.
Equity	supplies	defects.
Equity	remedies	errors.
Equity	is	the	correcSon	of	law,	when	too	general,	in	the	part	in	which	it	is	defecSve.
Equity	is	a	kind	of	perfect	reason	which	interprets	and	amends	the	wriVen	law;	comprehended	
in	no	code,	but	consistent	with	reason	alone.
Equity	assists	ignorance,	but	not	carelessness.
JurisdicSon	is	not	confounded	by	equity.
Equity	will	not	assist	unless	the	occasion	renders	it	necessary.
Equity	does	not	regard	the	form	and	circumstance,	but	rather	the	substance	of	the	act.
Equity	is	the	daughter	of	truth,	and	the	sister	of	goodness	and	jusSce
Equity	desires	by	all	means	to	arrive	at	the	truth.
Equity	desires	the	spoiled,	the	deceived,	and	the	ruined,	above	all	things,	to	have	resStuSon.
What	is	just	and	right	is	the	law	of	laws.
He	who	affirms,	not	he	who	denies,	must	bear	the	burden	of	proof.
He	who	affirms	must	prove.
To	conceal	is	one	thing,	to	be	silent	another.
He	who	alleges	contradictory-	things	is	not	to	be	heard.

An	ambiguous	answer	shall	be	construed	against	him	who	offers	it.
An	argument	from	authority	is	very	strong	in	law.
The	laws	permit	the	taking	arms	against	the	armed.
A	twisSng	of	language	is	unworthy	of	a	judge.
He	is	guilty	of	barratry	who	for	money	barters	jusSce.
It	is	the	duty	of	a	good	judge	to	order	judgment	to	be	executed	without	delay.
A	good	judge	decides	according	to	jusSce	and	right,	and	prefers	equity	to	strict	law.
Necessary	good	is	not	good	beyond	the	bounds	of	necessity.
Causes	of	dower,	life,	liberty,	revenue,	are	among	the	favorable	things	in	law.
The	cause	of	the	Church	is	equal	to	public	causes;	and	for	the	best	of	reasons,	it	is	the	cause	of	
religion.
Cease	to	reign,	if	you	do	not	wish	to	adjudicate.
A	charter	concerning	a	thing	not	in	existence	avails	not.
Those	who	sin	secretly	are	punished	more	severely	than	those	who	sin	openly.
A	college	or	incorporated	body	can	only	exist	by	consent	of	the	sovereign.
No	man	should	derive	any	benefit	from	his	own	wrong.
An	agreement	avails	no	one	unless	he	is	a	party	or	privy	to	it.
The	law	never	permits	anything	contrary	to	truth.
A	contract	should	be	understood	according	to	the	intenSon	of	the	parSes,	expressed	in	words.
A	convenSon	of	private	persons	cannot	affect	public	right.
The	crime	of	treason	exceeds	all	other	crimes	as	to	its	punishment.
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A	human	body	is	not	suscepSble	of	appraisement.
Gross	negligence	is	equivalent	to	fraud.
Where	the	proofs	of	facts	are	present,	what	need	is	there	of	words?
Time	runs	against	the	slothful	and	those	who	neglect	their	rights.
There	may	be	damage	without	injury-
As	to	the	proper	name	it	is	not	to	be	regarded,	where	it	errs	not	in	substance;	because	names	
are	changeable,	but	things	are	immutable.
Every	man's	house	should	be	a	perfectly	safe	refuge.
Laws	assist	the	deceived,	not	the	deceiving.
A	delegated	power	cannot	be	delegated.	
A	delegate	cannot	delegate.
The	power	derived	cannot	be	greater	than	that	from	which	it	is	derived.
Delays	in	law	are	odious.
By	fraud	or	dole	a	contract	perishes.
A	deceiver	deals	in	generaliSes.
Deceit	and	fraud	shall	excuse	or	benefit	no	man.
Deceit	and	fraud	should	always	be	remedied.
Wrongful	intenSon	is	presumed	against	one	engaged	in	an	unlawful	act.
To	everyone	his	house	is	his	surest	refuge;	or,	every	man's	house	is	his	castle.
The	law	gives	no	more	than	is	demanded.
Right	cannot	die.
The	effect	follows	the	cause.
The	proof	lies	upon	him	who	affirms,	not	upon	him	who	denies.
SpecificaSon	of	one	thing	is	an	exclusion	of	the	rest.
In	the	same	way	in	which	anything	is	consStuted,	it	may	be	destroyed.
Equity	suffers	not	a	right	without	a	remedy.
An	error	which	is	not	resisted	is	approved.
To	refer	errors	to	their	principals	is	to	refute	them.
Violence	may	also	put	on	the	mask	of	the	law.
The	meeSng	of	the	minds	of	two	or	more	in	an	agreement	makes	a	contract.
From	a	wrong	no	contract	can	arise.
He	who	derives	advantage	from	anyone	should	bear	that	person's	obligaSons.
There	is	no	plea	against	an	acSon	which	enSrely	destroys	the	plea.
A	foreigner	has	no	lands,	but	only	his	personal	effects,	and	life,	and	liberty.
Facts	are	more	powerful	than	words.
An	acSon	of	a	judge,	which	relates	not	to	his	office,	is	of	no	force.
No	proof	is	incumbent	upon	him	who	denies	a	fact.
False	in	one	thing,	false	in	all	things.
Things	favorably	considered	in	law	are,	the	treasury,	dower,	life,	and	liberty.
Felony	is	implied	in	every	treason.
Let	jusSce	be	done	though	the	heavens	fall.
FicSon	yields	to	truth;	where	there	is	truth	ficSon	of	law	does	not	exist.
Fraud	binds,	but	does	not	dissolve,	perjury.
It	is	a	fraud	to	conceal	a	fraud.
Fraud	and	deceit	should	benefit	no	one.
Fraud	and	jusSce	never	dwell	together.
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Fraud	lies	hidden	in	general	expressions.
Fraud	is	most	hateful	to	law.
He	who	offends	against	the	law	seeks	in	vain	the	help	of	the	law.
Man	is	a	term	of	nature;	person,	of	the	civil	law.
Ignorance	of	those	things	which	one	is	bound	to	know	does	not	excuse.
Ignorance	of	the	law	excuses	no	one;	for	all	are	presumed	to	know	those	things	to	which	all	
consent.
That	which	is	not	otherwise	lawful,	necessity	makes	lawful,	and	necessity	makes	a	privilege	
which	supersedes	law.
Impunity	invites	to	greater	crimes.
No	one	may	come	into	court	with	unclean	hands.
In	things	obvious	there	is	no	room	for	conjecture.
In	agreements	the	rule	is	to	regard	the	intenSon	of	the	contracSng	parSes	rather	than	their	
words.
In	criminal	cases	the	silence	of	a	person	present	presumes	consent;	in	civil	cases	someSmes	
that	of	the	person	absent,	and	even	ignorant	where	his	interest	lies,	does	the	same.
In	favor	of	life,	liberty,	and	innocence,	all	things	are	to	be	presumed.
In	a	legal	ficSon	equity	always	exists.
He	truly	acts	fraudulently	who,	observing	the	leVer	of	the	law,	eludes	its	spirit.
In	law	all	things	are	always	judged	from	their	present	condiSon.
In	criminal	maVers,	the	intenSon	is	regarded,	not	the	event.
In	all	contracts	whether	named	or	not,	an	exchange	is	understood.
Equity	is	to	be	regarded	in	all	things,	but	parScularly	in	law.
In	presence	of	the	major	the	minor	power	ceases.
In	a	doubÄul	case	the	negaSve,	rather	than	the	affirmaSve,	is	to	be	understood.
One	may	do	with	his	own	as	he	pleases,	if	he	does	not	invade	the	rights	of	others.
It	is	improper,	unless	the	whole	law	be	examined,	to	give	judgment	or	advice	upon	a	view	of	a	
single	clause	of	it.
It	is	unlawful	to	judge	of	any	part	unless	the	whole	sentence	be	examined.
The	inclusion	of	one	is	the	exclusion	of	another.
Infinity	in	law	is	reprehensible.
A	man	should	not	be	benefited	by	his	own	wrong	doing.
He	is	insane	who,	reason	being	thrown	away,	does	everything	with	violence	and	rage.
A	hidden	intenSon	is	bad.
Among	many	things,	you	will	even	quesSon	laws	and	learned	men.
Among	equals	no	one	is	the	more	powerful.
The	judge	should	decide	according	to	the	allegaSons	and	the	proofs.
To	a	judge	who	exceeds	his	office	no	obedience	is	due.
It	is	the	duty	of	a	judge	to	decide	according	to	the	facts	alleged	and	proved.
It	is	the	duty	of	a	judge	to	declare,	not	to	make	the	law.
It	is	the	duty	of	a	judge	to	finish	the	work	of	each	day	within	that	day.
It	is	a	decision	to	favor	those	things	that	favor	religion,	though	words	be	wanSng.
The	laws	of	nature	are	unchangeable.
Jurors	ought	to	be	neighbors,	of	sufficient	estate,	and	free	from	suspicion.
By	the	law	of	nature	it	is	just	that	no	one	become	more	rich	by	the	detriment	and	injury	of	
another.
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Civil	law	is	that	which	each	naSon	has	established	for	itself.
Law	is	the	science	of	the	good	and	the	just.
Law	is	a	rule	of	right,	and	whatever	is	contrary	to	the	rule	of	right,	is	an	injury.
Right	and	fraud	never	dwell	together.
Natural	right	is	that	which	has	the	same	power	among	all	men.
The	law	of	nature	is	properly	the	dictate	of	right	reason,	by	which	we	know	what	is	dishonest	
and	what	is	honest;	what	should	be	done	and	what	avoided.
It	is	not	safe	to	obey	him	who	has	no	right.
A	public	law	cannot	be	changed	by	the	agreement	of	private	parSes.
The	form	of	taking	an	oath	differs	in	words,	yet	agrees	in	meaning;	for	it	ought	to	have	this	
sense,	that	the	Deity	be	invoked.
An	oath	made	among	others	should	neither	harm	nor	profit.
JusSce	ought	to	be	unbought,	because	nothing	is	more	hateful	than	venal	jusSce;	free,	for	
jusSce	should	not	shut	out;	and	quick,	for	delay	is	a	sort	of	denial.
JusSce	is	an	excellent	virtue,	and	pleasing	to	the	Most	High.
JusSce	should	be	denied	to	no	one.
JusSce	is	not	to	be	denied,	nor	delayed.
JusSce	knows	neither	father	nor	mother;	jusSce	regards	truth	alone.
Where	the	law	gives	a	thing,	it	gives	a	remedy	to	recover.
The	law	favors	the	life	of	&	man.
Wilful	negligence	is	equal	to	deceit.
Law	favoreth	honor	and	order.
Law	favoreth	jusSce	and	right.
Law	favoreth	life,	liberty,	and	dower.
Law	favoreth	truth,	faith,	and	certainty.
LAW	HATETH	WRONG.
The	contract	makes	the	law.
The	law	of	God	and	the	law	of	the	land	are	all	one.
Human	laws	are	born,	live,	and	die.
The	laws	of	nature	are	perfect	and	immutable;	but	the	condiSon	of	human	law	tends	always	to	
infinity,	and	there	is	nothing	in	it	that	can	conSnue	perpetually.
Laws	should	bind	those	who	make	them.
Laws	aid	the	vigilant,	not	the	negligent.
Laws	imposed	by	the	state	failing,	we	must	act	by	the	law	of	nature.
FicSons	arise	from	the	law,	and	not	the	law	from	ficSons.
The	law	delights	in	equity;	it	covets	perfecSon;	it	is	a	rule	of	right.
The	law	always	abhors	delays.
An	unjust	law	is	not	a	law.
The	law	works	harm	to	no	one,	and	does	no	one	an	injury.
The	law	forces	not	to	impossibiliSes.
The	law	does	not	require	that	which	is	apparent	to	the	court	to	be	verified.
The	law	is	the	more	praised	when	it	is	consonant	to	reason.
Law	will	always	give	a	remedy.
The	law	always	intends	what	is	agreeable	to	reason.
The	law	regards	the	order	of	nature.
The	law	assists	the	ignorant.
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The	law	speaks	to	all	with	one	mouth.
Law	assists	the	wakeful,	not	the	sleeping.
Liberty	is	an	inesSmable	thing.
Liberty	is	the	right	to	alienate	or	restrain	one's	own	right.
Liberty	has	no	price.
Liberty	is	more	favored	than	all	things.
The	civil	laws	reduce	an	ungrateful	freeman	to	his	original	slavery;	but	the	laws	of	England	
regard	a	mail	once	manumiVed	as	ever	arer	free.
The	body	of	a	freeman	does	not	admit	of	a	valuaSon.
Everyone	is	free	to	ascertain	for	himself,	or	to	have	recourse	to	counsel.
Natural	allegiance	is	restrained	by	no	barriers,	curbed	by	no	bounds,	compressed	by	no	limits.
Long	possession	produces	the	right	of	possession,	and	takes	away	an	acSon	from	the	true	
owner.
Long	Sme	and	long	use,	which	exceeds	the	memory	of	man,	suffices	in	law.
Speak	as	the	ordinary	people;	think	as	the	learned.
Great	neglect	is	equivalent	to	fraud.
Evil	deeds	should	not	remain	unpunished;	and	impunity	affords	conSnual	incitement	to	the	
delinquent.
The	more	common	an	evil	is,	the	worse.
Things	manifest	need	no	proof.
A	maxim	is	so	called	because	its	dignity	is	chiefest,	and	its	authority	the	most	certain,	and	
because	it	is	universally	approved	by	all.
Force	and	injury	are	chiefly	contrary	to	peace.
It	is	beVer	to	suffer	every	wrong	than	to	consent	to	wrong.
The	term	merchandise	belongs	to	movable	things	only.
Men	are	not	included	under	the	name	of	merchandise.
He	justly	loses	the	benefit	of	the	law	who	purposes	to	overturn	the	law	itself.
He	threatens	the	innocent	who	spares	the	guilty.
A	minor	cannot	make	oath.
Custom	and	agreement	overrule	law.
Monuments,	which	we	call	records,	are	the	vesSges	of	truth	and	anSquity.
Delay	is	reproved	by	law.
A	custom	of	the	truest	anSquity	is	to	be	retained.
We	are	ignorant	of	many	things	that	would	not	be	hidden	from	us	if	the	readings	of	old	authors	
were	familiar	to	us.
Many	things	pertain	not	to	human	laws,	but	to	divine	jurisdicSon.
MulSplicity	and	indisSnctness	produce	confusion;	and	quesSons,	the	more	simple	they	are,	the	
more	lucid.
Ten	make	a	mulStude.
A	mulStude	of	ignorant	persons	destroys	a	court.
Nature	desires	perfecSon;	so	does	the	law.
Where	the	Divinity	is	insulted	the	case	is	unpardonable.
That	is	necessary	which	cannot	be	otherwise.
Necessity	makes	that	lawful	which	otherwise	is	not	lawful.
Necessity	gives	a	privilege	with	reference	to	private	rights.
Necessity	has	no	law.
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Necessity	is	not	restrained	by	law;	since	what	otherwise	is	not	lawful,	necessity	makes	lawful.
Necessity	defends	what	it	compels.
Necessity	overcomes	the	law;	it	breaks	the	chains	of	jusSce.
Denial	cannot	be	proved.
No	one	may	sue	at	law	in	the	name	of	another.
No	one	does	damage,	unless	he	is	doing	what	he	has	no	right	to	do.
No	one	may	be	dragged	from	his	own	house.
No	one	should	interfere	in	another's	business—	in	nothing	relaSng	to	him.
No	one	should	be	retained	in	partnership	against	his	will.
No	one	should	lose	his	property	without	his	own	act	or	negligence.
No	one	is	beyond	the	law.
No	one	is	relieved,	or	gains	an	advantage	from	his	own	proper	deceit.
No	one	is	held	to	act	fraudulently	who	acts	in	exercise	of	his	rights.
No	man	warring	for	God	should	be	troubled	by	secular	business.
No	one	can	transfer	to	another	a	greater	right	than	he	has	himself.
No	one	can	do	by	another	what	he	cannot	do	by	himself.
No	man	can	fill	two	offices,	or	two	digniSes.
One	is	not	present	unless	he	understands.
No	one	is	bound	to	expose	himself	to	misfortunes	and	dangers.
Nothing	is	so	contrary	to	consent	as	force	and	fear.
Nothing	wicked	is	to	be	presumed.
We	can	do	nothing	against	truth.
Nothing	which	is	against	reason	is	lawful.
Nothing	similar	is	idenScal.
Nothing	is	so	consonant	to	natural	equity,	as	that	the	same	thing	be	dissolved	by	the	same	
means	by	which	it	was	bound.
Nothing	is	so	becoming	to	authority,	as	to	live	according	to	the	law.
Nothing	is	useful	or	honorable	that	is	contrary	to	law.
He	who	errs	does	not	consent.
He	who	does	not	defend	himself	when	present	is	considered	as	submivng.
Nothing	is	so	consonant	to	natural	equity,	as	that	the	same	thing	be	dissolved	by	the	same	
means	by	which	it	was	bound.
Nothing	is	so	becoming	to	authority,	as	to	live	according	to	the	law.
Nothing	is	useful	or	honorable	that	is	contrary	to	law.
He	who	errs	does	not	consent.
He	who	does	not	defend	himself	when	present	is	considered	as	submivng.
There	is	no	stronger	link	among	men	than	an	oath.
The	affairs	of	the	republic	should	not	be	delegated	to	improper	persons.
It	is	not	law	but	servitude	to	be	held	by	what	we	have	not	consented	to.
Names	of	things	should	be	understood	according	to	common	usage,	not	according	to	the	
opinions	of	individuals.
You	are	not	to	do	evil	that	good	may	come	of	it.
Not	what	is	said,	but	what	is	done,	is	to	be	regarded.
It	maVers	not	what	is	known	to	the	judge,	if	it	be	not	known	to	him	judicially.
It	maVers	not	if	a	revocaSon	is	made	by	word	or	deed.
Those	who	err	are	not	considered	as	consenSng.
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He	does	not	appear	to	have	retained	consent	who	has	changed	anything	through	the	menaces	
of	a	party	threatening.
It	maVers	not	what	is	known	to	the	judge,	if	it	be	not	known	to	him	judicially.
It	maVers	not	if	a	revocaSon	is	made	by	word	or	deed.
Those	who	err	are	not	considered	as	consenSng.
He	does	not	appear	to	have	retained	consent	who	has	changed	anything	through	the	menaces	
of	a	party	threatening.
There	is	no	loss	without	a	remedy.
No	one	shall	obtain	an	advantage	by	his	own	wrong.
No	one	shall	be	called	a	principal	felon	except	the	party	actually	commivng	the	felony,	or	the	
party	present,	aiding	and	abevng	in	its	commission.
No	man	can	forfeit	the	right	of	another.
Every	law	has	either	been	created	by	consent,	or	established	by	necessity,	or	confirmed	by	
custom.
Every	word	sincerely	spoken	consStutes	an	obligaSon.
All	men	are	either	freemen	or	slaves.
All	shall	have	liberty	to	renounce	those	things	which	bave	been	established	in	their	favor.
All	things	are	to	be	presumed	against	a	wrong	doer.
All	contracts	made	under	a	law,	perish	under	a	contrary	law.
Every	dishonorable	contract	is	odious	to	the	laws.
There	is	no	dispuSng	against	or	denying	principles.
Every	definiSon	in	law	is	dangerous,	for	there	is	but	liVle	that	can	not	be	overthrown.
Once	a	fraud,	always	a	fraud.
A	thing	certain	must	be	brought	to	judgment.
Laws	should	be	short,	that	they	may	be	more	easily	comprehended	by	the	ignorant.
The	best	evidence	of	the	maVer	will	prevail.
The	origin	of	a	thing	ought	to	be	regarded.
Violence	and	injury-	are	especially	contrary	to	peace.
Contracts	which	are	not	against	law,	and	do	not	originate	in	fraud,	are	in	all	respects	to	be	
observed.
Agreements	give	the	law	to	the	contract.
That	contracts	which	are	made	against	law	or	against	good	morals,	have	no	force,	is	a	principle	
of	undoubted	law.
Mutual	contracts	bind	either	both	parSes,	or	neither	one.
Unequal	things	ought	not	to	be	joined.
Word	of	mouth	files	away,	things	wriVen	remain.
By	a	contract	something	is	permiVed,	which,	without	it,	could	not	be	admiVed.
An	equal	has	no	power	over	an	equal.
Like	things	unite	with	like.
Crimes	against	nature	are	the	most	heinous.
He	adds	sin	to	sin	who,	when	he	commits	an	offense,	joins	the	protecSon	of	a	defense.
Let	one	perish,	rather	than	all.
They	are	perjured,	who,	preserving	the	words	of	an	oath,	deceive	the	ears	of	those	who	receive	
it.
It	is	a	perpetual	law	that	no	human	or	posiSve	law	can	be	perpetual.
The	law	is	opposed	to	perpetuiSes.
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Plain	truths	need	not	to	be	proved.
Let	full	and	speedy	jusSce	be	done	to	the	parSes.
Several	persons	cannot	each	have,	at	the	same	Sme,	an	equal	right	to	the	same	thing.
PoliScs	are	to	be	adapted	to	the	laws,	and	not	the	laws	to	poliScs.
Possession	is	a	good	Stle	where	no	beVer	Stle	appears.
A	power	is	to	be	strictly	interpreted.
Supreme	power	can	dissolve,	but	cannot	bind	itself.
The	presence	of	the	body	cures	error	in	the	name.
There	is	no	doubt	that	the	rights	of	others	cannot	be	prejudiced	by	private	agreement.
An	agreement	of	private	individuals	cannot	derogate	from	public	law.
One	privileged	person	cannot	plead	his	privilege	against	another	privileged	person.
Proofs	ought	to	be	evident,	that	is,	clear	and	easily	understood.
Things	which	are	taken	from	enemies	immediately	become	the	property	of	the	captors.
Things	which	hold	the	place	of	accessories	are	exSnguished	when	the	principal	things	are	
destroyed.
Words	spoken	to	one	end,	should	not	be	perverted	to	another.
Things	which	are	done	between	others,	ought	not	to	injure	a	person,	but	may	benefit	him.
Things	which	are	forbidden	in	the	nature	of	things	are	confirmed	by	no	law.
Things	which	afford	a	ground	of	acSon,	if	raised	within	a	certain	Sme,	may	be	pleaded	at	any	
Sme,	by	way	of	excepSon.
Every	jurisdicSon	has	its	own	limits.
To	invesSgate	is	the	way	to	know	what	things	are	really	true.
He	who	reaps	the	advantage,	must	also	bear	the	disadvantage.
Let	him	who	accuses	be	of	clear	fame,	and	not	criminal.
He	who	acquires	for	himself,	acquires	for	his	heirs.
He	who	gives	an	end	gives	the	means	necessary	to	that	end.
He	who	overthrows	the	cause,	overthrows	the	future	consequence.
He	who	commits	fraud,	acts	in	vain.
He	who	has	jurisdicSon	to	loosen,	has	jurisdicSon	to	bind.
He	who	uses	his	own	right	harms	no	one.
He	who	acts	badly,	hates	the	light.
He	who	commands,	is	held	to	have	done	the	thing	himself.
He	who	proves	most,	recovers	most.
He	who	does	not	blame,	approves.
He	who	does	not	freely	speak	truth,	is	a	betrayer	of	the	truth.
He	who	does	not	prevent	what	he	can	prevent,	is	considered	as	doing	the	thing.
He	who	does	not	forbid	when	he	can	forbid,	commands.
He	who	does	not	repel	a	wrong	when	he	can,	occasions	it.
He	who	spares	the	guilty	punishes	the	innocent.
He	who	does	anything	through	another,	is	regarded	as	doing	it	himself.
He	who	first	offends	causes	the	strife.
They	who	seek	a	reason	for	everything,	subvert	reason.
He	who	is	once	bad	is	presumed	to	be	always	bad	in	the	same	degree.
He	who	experiences	the	benefit	ought	to	bear	the	burden.
He	who	is	silent	appears	to	consent.
That	which	is	not	valid	at	the	beginning,	improves	not	by	lapse	of	Sme.
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All	men	are	equal	as	far	as	the	natural	law	is	concerned.
What	otherwise	is	good	and	just,	if	it	be	sought	by	force	and	fraud,	becomes	bad	and	unjust.
What	I	approve	I	do	not	reject.
What	otherwise	was	not	lawful,	necessity	makes	lawful.
What	appears	clearly,	need	not	be	proved.
What	appears	to	the	court	needs	not	the	help	of	witnesses.
What	is	done	contrary	to	law	is	regarded	as	not	done.
That	which	is	of	necessity,	is	never	introduced	except	when	necessary.
What	is	inconvenient	or	contrary	to	reason	is	not	allowed	in	law.
What	is	necessary	is	lawful.
What	is	done	without	counsel,	we	revoke	upon	consideraSon.
Time	cannot	render	valid	an	act	void	in	its	origin.
What	is	mine	cannot	be	taken	away	without	my	consent.
What	necessity	compels,	it	jusSfies
That	which	does	not	appear,	does	not	exist.
That	which	is	not	good	in	its	principal,	will	not	be	good	as	to	accessories	or	consequences.
That	which	is	ours	cannot	be	lost	or	transferred	to	another	without	our	own	act,	or	our	own	
fault.
That	which	belongs	to	no	one	is	by	natural	reason,	given	to	the	occupant.
What	I	cannot	do	by	myself,	I	cannot	do	by	another.
What	is	first	is	true;	and	what	is	first	in	Sme	is	best	in	law.
Let	everyone	employ	himself	in	what	he	knows.
Where	choice	is	once	made	it	cannot	be	disapproved	any	longer.
What	is	understood,	is	not	wanSng.
That	person	should	be	chosen	who	best	understands,	and	is	willing	and	able	to	perform	the	
duty	of	the	office.
In	whatever	manner	a	thing	is	consStuted,	in	the	same	manner	it	is	dissolved.
When	the	interpretaSon	between	liberty	and	slavery	is	doubÄul,	the	decision	must	be	in	favor	
of	liberty.
Things	taken	in	war	go	to	the	state.
RaSficaSon	is	equal	to	a	command.
Reason	is	the	formal	cause	of	custom.
Reason	is	a	ray	of	divine	light.
Reason	in	law	is	perfect	equity.
Reason	is	not	confined	to	any	place.
Records	are	the	traces	of	anSquity	and	of	truth.
We	must	have	recourse	to	what	is	extraordinary	when	what	is	ordinary	fails.
To	restore,	is	to	give	back	nothing	but	what	was	taken.
The	property	in	a	thing	deposited,	and	the	possession	thereof,	remains	in	the	depositor.
A	mandate	of	an	illegal	thing	is	void.
Of	things	relaSng	to	each	other,	one	being	known,	the	other	is	known.
Remedies	for	rights	are	ever	favorably	extended.
Every	one	is	the	manager	and	disposer	of	his	own	affairs.
Things	done	between	strangers	ought	not	to	injure	those	who	are	not	parSes	to	them.
MaVers	adjudged	in	a	cause	do	not	prejudice	those	who	were	not	parSes	to	it.
A	thing	is	private	which	is	not	common.
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A	thing	sacred	admits	of	no	valuaSon.
ReservaSon	and	protest	do	not	create	a	right,	but	protect	a	right.
The	right	of	the	grantor	being	exSnguished,	the	right	granted	is	exSnguished.
When	the	right	of	the	giver	becomes	void,	the	right	of	the	receiver	ceases.
Let	the	principal	answer.
The	answer	of	one	witness	shall	not	be	heard	at	all.
A	traitor	is	punished,	that	one	may	die	lest	all	perish.
Rights	never	die.
A	sacrilegious	person	transcends	the	cupidity	and	wickedness	of	all	other	robbers.
In	many	counselors	there	is	safety.
Equal	knowledge	on	both	sides	makes	the	contracSng	parSes	equal.
A	wrong	is	not	done	to	one	who	knows	and	wills	it.
You	ought	to	know	with	whom	you	contract.
The	presumpSon	is	always	in	favor	of	the	one	who	denies.
He	who	does	not	prohibit	the	intervenSon	of	another	in	bis	behalf,	is	supposed	to	authorize	it.
The	male	sex	always	includes	the	female.
A	sentence	passed	by	one	who	is	not	a	judge	should	not	harm	any	one.
Power	should	follow	jusSce,	not	precede	it.
Slavery	is	an	insStuSon	by	the	law	of	naSons,	by	which	a	man	is	subjected	to	a	foreign	master,	
contrary	to	nature.
If	any	one	of	certain	required	forms	be	wanSng,	when	equity	requires,	it	will	be	aided.
If	there	be	no	inference	which	leads	to	a	different	result,	words	are	to	be	understood	according	
to	their	proper	meaning,	not	in	a	grammaScal,	but	in	a	popular	and	ordinary	sense.
Silence	shows	consent.
Laws	are	silent	amidst	arms.
The	hope	of	impunity	holds	out	a	conSnual	temptaSon	to	crime.
A	presumpSon	shall	stand	unSl	the	contrary	is	proved.
An	affirmaSve	statute	does	not	take	from	the	common	law.
Remove	the	foundaSon,	the	work	falls.
The	greatest	charity	is	to	do	jusSce	to	individuals,	and	at	any	Sme	whenever	it	may	be	
necessary.
That	is	the	highest	law	which	favors	religion.
That	reason	is	strongest	which	operates	in	favor	of	religion.
The	higher	the	law,	the	greater	the	injury.	The	higher	the	law,	the	higher	the	punishment.
Suppression	of	the	truth	is	equal	to	the	expression	of	the	false.
Suppression	of	the	truth	equals	the	suggesSon	of	the	false.
Supreme	power	can	dissolve	itself.
Evidences	are	to	be	weighed,	not	numbered.
The	husband	and	wife	are	but	one	person	in	the	law.
The	law	favors	a	thing	which	is	of	necessity.
The	law	favors	works	of	charity,	right,	and	truth;	and	abhors	fraud,	covin,	and	uncertainSes	
which	obscure	the	truth,	contrarieSes,	delays,	unnecessary	circumstances,	and	such	like.
The	owner	of	property	is	not	divested	of	his	Stle	by	a	larceny	of	it.
Things	are	dissolved	as	they	be	contracted.
Things	grounded	upon	an	ill	and	void	beginning	cannot	have	a	good	perfecSon.
Things	of	a	higher	nature	determine	things	of	a	lower	nature.
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Three	things	needful	and	pertaining	to	every	deed	are,	wriSng,	sealing,	and	delivery.
A	Stle	is	the	just	right	of	possessing	that	which	is	our	own.
Tort	is	contrary	to	the	law.
Where	transgression	is	mulSplied,	let	the	inflicSon	of	punishment	be	increased.
Three	form	a	corporaSon.
Trusts	survive.
When	an	ordinary	remedy	ceases	to	be	of	service,	recourse	must	be	had	to	an	extraordinary	
one.
Where	there	is	culpability,	there	ought	the	punishment	to	be	undergone.
Where	there	is	a	right,	there	is	a	remedy.
When	the	law	fails	to	serve	as	a	rule,	almost	everything	should	be	suspected.
Where	there	is	no	authority	to	enforce,	there	is	no	necessity	to	obey.
Where	there	is	no	manifest	injusSce,	the	judges	are	to	be	considered	as	honest	men,	and	their	
judgment	as	truth.
Where	there	is	an	injury,	there	a	loss	follows.
One	ought	not	to	take	advantage	of	his	own	wrong.
One	person	can	scarcely	supply	the	places	of	two.
The	answer	of	one	witness	shall	not	be	heard	at	all.
Every	obligaSon	is	dissolved	in	the	same	manner	in	which	it	is	contracted.
Usury	Is	odious	in	law.
He	is	hot	considered	to	consent,	who	obeys	the	orders	of	his	father	or	master.
Plain	truths	need	not	be	proved.
Words	should	be	regarded,	not	the	speaker.
Where	there	is	no	ambiguity,	words	stand	as	wriVen.
The	truth	of	the	descripSon	removes	the	error	of	the	name.
Truth	fears	nothing	but	concealment.
The	truth	of	the	name	removes	the	error	of	descripSon.
Truth	which	is	not	sufficiently	defended,	is	oppressed.
He	who	does	not	speak	the	truth	freely,	is	a	traitor	to	the	truth.
The	laws	serve	the	vigilant,	and	not	those	who	sleep.
It	is	lawful	to	repel	force	by	force;	but	let	it	be	done	with	the	moderaSon	of	blameless	defense;	
not	to	take	revenge,	but	to	repel	injury.
Void	things	are	as	no	things.
Words	spoken	vanish;	words	wriVen	remain.
The	voice	of	the	people	is	the	voice	of	God.
When	an	agreement	is	reduced	to	wriSng,	all	previous	treaSes	are	resolved	into	that.
When	the	foundaSon	fails,	all	fails.
When	the	law	gives	anything,	it	gives	a	remedy	for	the	same.

No3ce	and	Cognizance	Required
Universal	DeclaraSon	of	Human	Rights
InternaSonal	Covenant	on	Civil	and	PoliScal	Rights
Leiber	Code
Cestui	Que	Vie	Act	of	1666	and	all	amendments	thereto
ConsStuSon	for	the	United	States	of	America	c1819
DeclaraSon	of	Independence	c1776
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Treaty	of	Paris	1783
Federal	Reserve	Act	of	1913	and	all	amendments	thereto
Trading	with	the	Enemy	Act	of	1917
Emergency	Banking	Relief	Act	of	1933
Senate	Report	93-594
Clearfield	Doctrine
21	USC	321(g)
Doctrine	of	Clean	Hands
ExecuSve	Orders	6073,	6102,	6111	and	6260
Laws	of	Virginia	published	on	March	12,	1819
Public	Statute	Laws	of	the	State	of	ConnecScut	1821
5	USC	903
22	USC	286	et	seq.
PUBLIC	LAW	94-564
CRS	24-36-104
CRS	24-60-1301(h)
Montevideo	Treaty	of	1933
26	IRC	165(g)(1)
CRS	39-22-103.5
50	USC
CONGRESSMAN	TRAFFICANT	Speech	CONGRESSIONAL	RECORD	vol.33	pg	1303
22	USC	611c	(1)(iv),	612,	613
RABINOWITZ	V	KENNEDY	376	U.S.	605,	11	L.	Ed.	2d	940
THE	BANK	OF	THE	UNITED	STATES	v	PLANTERS	BANK	OF	GEORGIA,	6	L.	Ed.	(9	Wheat)	244
U.S.	V	BURR,	309	U.S.	242
CRS	11-60-103
21	USC	5323
18	USC	219,	951

American	Jurisprudence	2ⁿÜ	EdiSon,	secSons	71	and	82
The	Public	Papers	and	Addresses	of	FRANKLIN	ROOSEVELT,	Vol.	II,	pgs.	18-24
HOME	BUILDING	&	LOAN	ASSOCIATION	V	BLAISDELL	290	U.S.	398
An	Act	concerning	the	Rights	of	American	CiSzens	in	foreign	States
TREASURY	DELEGATION	ORDER		no.	91
DEPARTMENT	OF	THE	ARMY	field	manual	1969,	FM	41-10,	pgs.	1-4,	sec.	1-7(b),	1-10(7)(c)(1)
22	USC	284,	286,	287
Ex	parte	MILLIGAN	71	U.S.	2
31	USC	6700	et	seq.
CONGRESSIONAL	RECORD	May	23,	1933,	pgs.	4055-4058
ATKINS	et	al	V	US,	556	F	2d	1028,	pgs.	1072	and	1074
5	USC	5305	and	5335
4	USC	104-113
SPRINGFIELD	V	KENNY	104	N.E.	2d	65
WHEELING	STEEL	CORP	V	FOX	U.S.	193,	80	L.	Ed.	1143,	56	S.	Ct.	773
PUBLIC	LAW	89-719
CRS	5-1-106
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Handbook	of	the	NaSonal	Conference	of	Commissioners	on	Uniform	State	Laws	1966	EdiSon,	
pgs.	152-53
PRESIDENTIAL	PROCLOMATION	3972
8	USC	1481
22	USC	611-13
50	USC	781
Research	Technical	Manual	TM-SW7905.1,	pgs.	3,7
PUBLIC	LAW	97-280
REORGANIZATION	PLAN	no.	26
CONGRESSIONAL	RECORD,	SENATE	Decemner	13,	1967,	MR.	THURMOND
DEPARTMENT	OF	THE	ARMY	1985	EdiSon	FM41-10
26	USC	7701(a)(1)
TREASURY	DELEGATION	ORDER	150-10
22	USC	611	(c)(iii)
TREASURY	DELEGATION	ORDER	no.	91
22	USC	219
22	USC	951
DEPARTMENT	OF	THE	ARMY	Pamphlet	27100-70,	Military	Law	Review	vol.	70
PUBLIC	LAW	95-147
PUBLIC	LAW	101-167
18	USC	219,	951
CINEMA	5	V	CINERAMA	528	F2d	1384
EASLY	V	BROOKLINE	TRUST	256	SW	2d	983
US	V	WOODLY	726	F2d	1328,	751	F2d	1008
COHEN	V	VIRGINIA	6	wheat	264
US	V	THROCKMORTON	98	US	61
26	IRC	6103(k)(5)
INTERNAL	REVENUE	MANUAL	secSon	1132.61,	1100-40.1	through	1100-40.2	1992	EdiSon
FEDERALIST	PAPER	#	78
CONGRESSIONAL	RECORD	October	17,	2001,	pgs.	H1720-H1725
PRESIDENTIAL	PROCLOMATION	April	15,	1861
INTERNATIONAL	ORGANIZATION	IMMUNITIES	ACT
5	USC	331-333
22	CFR	Foreign	RelaSons	92.12-92.31
8	USC	1481
NATIONAL	EMERGENCIES	ACT
INTERNATIONAL	EMERGENCY	ECONOMIC	POWERS	ACT
18	USC	1918
CONGRESSIONAL	RECORD	June	13,	1967,	pgs.	15641-15646
15	USC	1-2
PAPAL	BULL	UNUM	SANCTUM	c1302
CRUDEN	V	NEALE	2	N.C.	338,	2	S.E.	70
CITY	OF	DALLAS	V	MITCHELL	245	S.W.	944
march	3,	1901	56th	congress	session	2	31	stat	1189,chapter	56	in	sec	1617	at	31	stat	1432
HAGUE	CONVENTIONS	of	1899	and	1907
50	USC	in	its	enSrety



www-scannedretina.com End the corruption - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress

All rights reserved - Without recourse - 94 of 94 - arnie@arnierosner.com - 714-964-4056


	Sign the petition - Call for dissolving the 116th Congress
	Expressing the political will of the sovereign american people.
	Authorities
	Admission and stipulations

